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3D MANIPULATION USING APPLIED
PRESSURE

CROSS REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

This application claims priority to U.S. Provisional Patent
Application Ser. No. 61/165,853, filed on Apr. 1, 2009 and
entitled “Screen-Space Formulation for 2D and 3D Manipu-
lation,” and U.S. Provisional Patent Application Ser. No.
61/248,670, filed on Oct. 3, 2009 and entitled “Screen-Space
Formulation for 2D and 3D Manipulation,” both of which are
incorporated herein by reference 1n their entirety for all pur-
poses.

BACKGROUND

Some touch screen device types, such as touch enabled
computer monitors, personal digital assistants, media play-
ers, and cellular telephones, enable users to interact with
onscreen elements by touching a display with a finger or a
stylus. Single-touch devices are capable of recogmizing a
single point of contact, and they enable users to perform a
variety of two-dimensional (2D) interactions such as moving,
on-screen objects through a so-called “dragging” operation.

More recently, devices have emerged that recognize more
than one simultaneous point of contact for interacting with
2D on-screen objects. Such so-called “multi-touch™ inter-
faces generally support single-touch interactions, as well as
multiple-touch (generally two-fingered) gestures These
multi-touch gestures are sometimes known as rotate-scale-
translate (RST) interactions because these interactions gen-
erally allow a user to spin, slide, or resize 2D objects 1n a 2D
plane. One commonly used multi-touch gesture involves a
user touchung a 2D object at two or more points on a display
and then revolving those points relative to each other to etfect
virtual rotation of the object, similar to the manner in which a
person could spin a photograph or a piece of paper lying on a
tabletop. Another commonly used multi-touch gesture
ivolves a user touching a 2D object at two points on a
display, and then spreading or pinching the gap between the
two points to enlarge or shrink the visible size of the object

SUMMARY

In one general aspect, placement by one or more input
mechanisms of a touch point on a multi-touch display device
that 1s displaying a three-dimensional object 1s detected. A
two-dimensional location of the touch point on the multi-
touch display device i1s determined, and the touch point 1s
matched with a three-dimensional contact point on a surface
of the three-dimensional object that 1s projected for display
onto the image plane of the camera at the two-dimensional
location of the touch point. A change 1in applied pressure at the
touch point is detected, and a target depth value for the contact
point 1s determined based on the change in applied pressure.
A solver 1s used to calculate a three-dimensional transforma-
tion of the three-dimensional object using an algorithm that
reduces a difference between a depth value of the contact
point after object transformation and the target depth value.

The various aspects, implementations, and features dis-
closed may be implemented using, for example, one or more
of a method, an apparatus, a system, tool, or processing
device for performing a method, a program or other set of
instructions, an apparatus that includes a program or a set of
istructions, and a computer program stored on a tangible,
computer-readable storage medium. The tangible, computer-
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readable storage medium may include, for example, 1nstruc-
tions that, when executed, cause a computer to perform acts
specified by the instructions.

The details of one or more implementations are set forth 1n
the accompanying drawings and the description below. Other
teatures will be apparent from the description and the draw-
ings, and from the claims.

DESCRIPTION OF DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 1s a sequence of diagrams that illustrate a user
mampulation of a 3D object displayed on a 2D display inter-
face.

FIGS. 2A-2F are a sequence of diagrams that illustrate a
user manipulation of a 3D object displayed on a 2D display
interface, as viewed from a perspective of the user and from
an oblique world-space perspective.

FIG. 3 1s a flow diagram of a process for enabling a user to
mampulate 3D objects through a 2D display interface.

FIGS. 4A-4D are each a sequence of diagrams that 1llus-
trate gestures for user manipulation of a 3D object displayed
on a 2D display interface.

FIGS. SA-SE are each a sequence of diagrams that 1llus-
trate a user mampulation of a 3D object displayed on a 2D
display interface that imparts an error, as viewed from a
perspective of the user and from an oblique world-space
perspective.

FIGS. 6 A-6B are diagrams that illustrate a user manipula-
tion of a 3D object displayed on a 2D display interface that
may induce ambiguous rotation, as viewed from a perspective
of the user and from an oblique world-space perspective.

FIG. 7 1s a diagram that illustrates a user mampulation of a
3D object displayed on a 2D display interface that leads to
ambiguous rotations of the 3D object.

FIGS. 8(i)-8(v) are a sequence of diagrams that illustrate a
user manipulation of a 3D object displayed on a 2D display
interface that results 1n a rotational exhaustion situation, as
viewed from a perspective of the user.

FIGS. 9(i)-9(v) are a sequence of diagrams that illustrate a
user manipulation of a 3D object displayed on a 2D display
interface that does not result 1n a rotational exhaustion situa-
tion, as viewed from a perspective of the user.

FIGS. 10A and 10B are a flow diagram of a process for

enabling a user to manipulate 3D objects through a 2D display
interface that includes detection and correction of rotational
exhaustion situations.

FIG. 11 1s a flow diagram of a process for detecting a
rotational exhaustion situation.

FIGS. 12A-12C are a sequence of diagrams that 1llustrate
different distributions of error among touch points placed on
a 2D display interface.

FIG. 13 1s a flow diagram of a process for enabling a user to
mampulate 3D objects through a 2D display interface that
distributes error among touch points 1n a controlled manner.

FIG. 14 1s a sequence of diagrams that illustrate a user
mamipulation of a 3D object displayed on a 2D display inter-
face where the motion of the 3D object 1s restricted by a
penalty, as viewed from a perspective of the user.

FIG. 15 15 a sequence of diagrams that illustrate a user
mampulation of a 3D object displayed on a 2D display inter-
face where the motion of the 3D object is restricted by mul-
tiple penalties, as viewed from a perspective of the user.

FIG. 16 1s a tlow diagram of a process for enabling a user to
mampulate 3D objects through a 2D display interface that
restricts motion of the 3D objects using penalties.
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FIG. 17 1s a sequence of diagrams that illustrate a user
navigation into a complex 3D object displayed on a 2D dis-
play interface.

FI1G. 18 1s a sequence of diagrams that illustrate a one touch
point 1nteraction to navigate over the surface of a simulated

3D globe.
FIG. 191s a sequence of diagrams that 1llustrate a two touch
point interaction to navigate over the surface of a simulated

3D globe.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

A 2D display interface device (e.g., a multi-touch capable
display interface device) enables users to manipulate a simu-
lated three-dimensional (3D) object displayed on a 2D dis-
play interface by “touching” one or more points on the dis-
played representation of the 3D object, and then moving those
touch points about 1n the generally 2D plane of the interface.
The user may “touch” the one or more points on the displayed
representation of the 3D object by physically contacting the
corresponding points in the 2D display interface with a finger,
a stylus or some other input mechanism and/or by hovering
the finger, the stylus or the other input mechanism around, or
otherwise 1n the vicinity of, the corresponding points in the
2D display mterface. The 2D display interface device deter-
mines the 2D positions of the touch points and 1dentifies the
corresponding 3D points “touched” on the 3D object (1.¢., the
contact points on the surface of the 3D object that are dis-
played directly underneath or substantially underneath the
touch points placed on the 2D display interface). As the user
moves the touch points about the substantially 2D interface,
the 2D display interface device rotates, scales, and/or trans-
lates the 3D objectin order to substantially maintain a display
of the same 3D contact points under the same, respective, 2D
touch points. Typically, the moving by the user of a touch
point from one location to another on the 2D display interface
1s accomplished by the user moving the touch point while
maintaining a substantially continuous “touch” of the screen.

One appeal of a 2D display interface device that enables
user manipulation of objects in the above-described manner 1s
that the user may be given the impression that the user 1s
directly manipulating the 3D object in the same way that
he/she would manipulate an object 1n the real world (1.e., the
non-simulated world). For example, if the user uses his/her
fingers to “touch” on object displayed on the interface, the
user can slide his/her fingers along the surface of the 2D
display interface, and the 2D display interface device reacts
by manipulating (e.g., rotating, translating, and scaling) the
3D object so that the same point on the surface of the object
remains substantially underneath the same fingertip. Since
the user 1s thereby able to manipulate the object so that 1t
moves 1n a predictable and realistic fashion, the user may be
given the impression of “gripping” and manipulating a real
object (1.e., a non-simulated 3D object). Direct mampulation
can essentially provide an intuitive and controllable mapping
between points 1n an object’s local space (i.e., points in
object-space) and points on the screen of the 2D display
interface (1.e., points 1n screen-space), without the need for
any explicit gesture processing.

Referring now to FIG. 1, a sequence of images 100a-100f
illustrate an example of a direct manipulation of a simulated
3D object, a cube 102, as 1t may be displayed on a 2D multi-
touch enabled display interface of a computer. In the image
100qa, the cube 102 1s displayed 1n an 1ni1tial position, wherein
the user touches the interface with his or her fingers at a touch
point 104, a touch point 106, and a touch point 108. Each of
the touch points 104-108 has a corresponding contact point,
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which 1s the location on the surface of the 3D object that 1s
displayed at the given touch point. Examples of touch points
and corresponding contact points will be described further
below 1n reference to FIGS. 2A-2F.

As 1s shown sequentially in the images 1005-1004, the user
moves the touch points 104, 106 and 108 across the 2D
display interface by sliding his/her fingers across the 2D plane
of the interface. The cube 102 1s animated by the 2D display
interface device to rotate, translate and/or scale the cube 102
such that the touch points appear to remain substantially at the
same contact points on the cube 102 as the user’s fingers move
across the interface. In the image 1007, the user’s fingers have
arrived at a new location 110 for touch point 104, a new
location 112 for touch point 106, and a new location 114 for
touch point 108, and the cube 102 1s brought into a corre-
sponding orientation (i.e., a location and rotational orienta-
tion) such that the same contact points remain displayed
substantially underneath their respective touch points at the
new locations 110-114.

FIGS. 2A-2F are a sequence of diagrams that illustrate a
direct manipulation of a 3D object by a user through the
placement and movement of touch points on a 2D display
interface. FI1G. 2A shows the user having placed three touch
points 2064, 208a and 210aq on a 2D display interface 202 that
appear to touch a simulated cube 204. The view shown 1n FIG.
2 A 1s taken from the user’s perspective. The location of each
ol the touch points 2064, 208a and 210a can be represented 1n
screen-space.

Screen-space 1s a 2D space that 1s used to represent loca-
tions on the 2D display interface (1.e., on the “screen™). A
location 1n screen-space may be represented by two values
such as, for example, an x-axis value and a y-axis value. The
values may be expressed, for example, 1n pixels.

FIG. 2B shows the interface 202 and the cube 204 1in
world-space from an oblique angle such that it is clear that the
view shown in FIG. 2A corresponds to a projection of the
cube 204 onto a window or a camera image plane of the 2D
display interface 202. Visible again are the touch points 206a-
210a and the cube 204. Also visible are a collection of normal
projection lines 212a-212c¢ that, for purposes of illustration,
extend perpendicular from the plane of the intertace 202 nto
world-space, until the projection lines 212a-212¢ intersect
the cube 204. The points on the cube 204 at which the normal
projection lines 212a-212¢ encounter the cube 204 corre-
spond to a contact pomnt 220 (not visible 1 this view), a
contact point 222 (not visible in this view), and a contact point
224. As such, the contactpoints 220, 222 and 224 underlie the
touch points 206a, 208a and 210a, respectively, from the
user’s point of view, as shown in FI1G. 2A. In other words, the
screen-space location of a contact point 220, 222, 224 (1.e.,
the location of the contact point 220, 222, 224 when projected
onto the plane of the iterface 202) 1s equal to the screen-
space location of its respective touch point 2064, 2084, 210a.
As shown 1 FIG. 2B, world-space 1s distinct from screen-
space. The described techniques for direct manipulation of a
3D object further distinguish between world-space and
object-space.

Object-space 1s a 3D space used to represent locations on a
3D object relative to an origin affixed to the 3D object such
that the origin moves with the 3D object. Object-space loca-
tions can be expressed by three values that represent, for
example, displacements from the object origin along an
X-axi1s, a y-axis, and a z-axis. Notably, a location of a point on
a 3D object expressed 1n object-space does not change with
movement of the 3D object.

World-space 1s a 3D space used to represent the location of
a 3D object relative to a fixed origin. Notably, a location of a
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point on a 3D object that 1s expressed 1n world-space changes
as the 3D object moves relative to the fixed origin. The 2D
display interface can be thought of as a display of a view seen
through a camera or a window of a world 1n which the 3D
object 1s positioned. The image of the 3D object displayed by
the 2D 1nterface corresponds to a projection of the 3D object
in world-space onto the image plane of the camera or the
window. Locations in world-space can be expressed by three
values that represent displacements from the fixed origin. A
point on an object 1n object-space can be transformed 1nto a
point in world-space when the position and rotational orien-
tation of the 3D object 1n world-space are known. After the
point 1s transformed 1nto world-space, the point can then be
transformed 1nto screen-space by taking a projection of the
point onto the image plane of the camera or the window.

For clarity and ease of exposition, a point at which the user
“touches” the 2D display interface 1s heremnafter referred to as
a “touch point” and 1s positioned 1n screen-space. The corre-
sponding point on the 3D object that the user appears to
“touch” because it 1s displayed underneath the touch point 1s
hereinafter referred to as a “contact point” and 1s positioned in
object-space.

Referring now to FIGS. 2C and 2D, the user has moved his
or her fingers to trigger an example transformation of the cube
204 by the mterface device (e.g., by sliding his fingers across
the display intertace 202 while maintaining a continuous or a
substantially continuous touching of the display interface
202). As shown 1n the user-perspective view of FI1G. 2C, the
user moved his or her fingers 1n a rightward direction, across
a portion of the interface 202. Movement of the user’s fingers
resulted 1 the movement of touch points 206a, 208a, and
210a from their position displayed in FIGS. 2A and 2B to
their new positions 2065, 20856, and 2105, respectively. As
seen 1n the oblique world-space view of FI1G. 2D, when the
user’s fingers moved to the new touch point locations 2065,
208b and 2105, the 2D display interface device transformed
the cube 204 to ensure that the contact points 220, 222 and
224 remain displayed underneath the same respective touch
points 2064, 208a and 210a.

In general, the manipulation of the simulated 3D object 1s
achieved by transforming the 3D object (1.e., changing 1its
location and rotational orientation in world-space) when the
user moves touch points from a first location to a second
location on the 2D display interface. Specifically, the loca-
tion, rotational orientation and sometimes scaling of the 3D
object 1 world-space 1s changed in response to the user
moving touch points such that the contact points on the object
that appear to be touched by the user remain displayed sub-
stantially underneath the same touch points as those touch
points are moved by the user from one location to another
location on the 2D display interface.

For example, when a user uses his/her fingers to place and
move touch points, the manipulation of the 3D object 1s
achieved by transtorming the 3D object such that the same
contact point displayed by the pixels underneath a fingertip at
the first location 1s then displayed by the pixels underneath the
same fingertip at the second location when the fingertip
moves from the first location to the second location. This
transformation may involve, for example, solving for trans-
form values that meet screen-space constraints. That 1s, the
user placement and movement of touch points controls the
object’s projection onto the camera’s image plane. Notably,
while FIGS. 1 and 2A-2F (and other FIGS 1n this document)
illustrate 2D display interfaces 1n which a user uses his/her
fingers to place and move touch points, other implementa-
tions may differ with respect to mput mechanism. For
example, 1 another implementation, a stylus and/or other
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pointer mechanism may be used mstead of or in addition to
fingers to place and move touch points.

Referring back to FIGS. 2C and 2D, the cube 204 1s trans-
formed (e.g., by rotating and translating the cube) in world-
space 1n such a way that the contact points 220-224, when
projected onto the image plane or window of display interface
202, are kept substantially underneath the new touch point
locations 2065, 20856, and 21056 (as shown i FIG. 2D by
normal projection lines 212a-212¢). That 1s, the cube 204 1s
transiformed in world-space such that the screen-space loca-
tion of a contact point 220, 222, 224 is substantially equal to
the new screen-space location 2065, 2085, 2105 of 1ts respec-
tive touch point 2064, 208a 210a.

As shown 1n FIGS. 2E and 2F, the user continues the
rightward movement of his or her fingers across the 2D sur-
face of the interface 202, thereby triggering a nearly 90-de-
gree rotation of the cube 204 from its original position shown
in FIGS. 2A and 2B. The user’s fingers now contact the
interface 202 at a collection of new touch point locations
206¢, 208¢, and 210c¢, and the cube 204 has been further
transiformed (e.g., rotated) 1n world-space to keep the projec-
tion of the contact points 220-224 onto the image plane or
window of display interface 202 substantially underneath the
new touch point locations 206c, 208¢, and 210c¢. Specifically,
the cube 204 has been transformed 1n world-space such that
the screen-space location of a contact point 220, 222, 224 1s
substantially equal to the new screen-space location 206c,
208c¢, 210c¢ of 1ts respective touch point 206a, 2084, 210aq.

FIG. 3 1s a flow diagram of an example process 300 for
moving simulated 3D objects 1n response to one or more
inputs on a substantially 2D display interface. In some imple-
mentations, the process 300 may be the process used to trans-
form (i.e., rotate, translate and/or scale) the 3D objects of
FIGS. 1 and 2A-2F. The process 300 may be implemented by
a 2D display interface device such as, for example, a multi-
touch display device.

A determination (310) 1s made whether one or more new
touch points have been added by the user. 11 the user has not
yet interacted with the 2D display interface, then this deter-
mination will detect the user touching the screen for the first
time (1.e., the user adding a new touch point where betfore no
touch points existed). If the user has already placed at least
one touch point on the 2D display interface, then this deter-
mination will detect the addition of a new touch point. The
addition of anew touch point may, for example, correspond to
the user changing from touching the displayed object with
two fingers (1.e., two touch points) to touching the displayed
object with three fingers (i.e., three touch points).

While operation 310 detects the placement of new touch
points on the screen, operation 320 detects movement of
touch points already placed on the screen. If no touch points
are detected as being moved (320), then the process 300
returns to operation 310, and the 2D display interface device
continues monitoring for the addition of new touch points. In
situations where there are no touch points to move (e.g., the
user 1s not touching the screen), the process 300 still functions
in that the 2D display interface device will simply not detect
movement of touch points when no touch points are available
to be moved. The 2D display interface device may, for
example, momitor for changes in the status quo of touch point
placement and movement by cycling between operations 310
and 320 until either one or more touch points are moved or
one or more new touch points are added to the set of touch
points currently placed on the screen.

If, however, one or more touch points have been deter-
mined (310) to have been added, then the new point or points
the user has touched on the display are 1dentified (330). For
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example, the process 300 may 1dentity (330) the touch points
206a, 208a, and 210q of FIGS. 2A and 2B upon them being
newly placed on the 2D display interface 202 by the user.
Identification of touch points 206a, 2084, and 210a may
include using multi-touch display technologies to detect
proximity of a finger and/or a stylus tip to a portion of the 2D
display interface 202 and then identifying, for each detected
portion, a corresponding location 1n screen-space (e.g., for
cach touch pomt, an x axis and a y axis displacement
expressed 1n pixels may be identified).

A contact point on the 3D object 1s also identified for each
newly added touch point (340). For example, the contact
points 220, 222 and 224 of FIGS. 2B, 2D, and 2E may be
identified as corresponding to the touch points 206a, 208a
and 210a, respectively. Stated differently, 1dentifying a con-
tact point for each newly added touch point includes 1denti-
fying a point on the 3D object 1n object-space that has a
screen-space location (1.€., a location of the projection of the
point on the 3D object onto the 1mage plane of the camera in
world-space) that 1s the same as or substantially the same as
that of the newly added touch point. A screen-space location
ol a contact point 1s also sometimes referred to herein as a
screen-space projection of the contact point.

In some implementations, 11 the newly added touch point 1s
not positioned on the display of the 3D object 1n the 2D
display interface, the touch point may be disregarded with
respect to transforming the 3D object since the user has effec-
tively “missed” the 3D object with his touch, and, thus, move-
ment of that touch point does not cause corresponding move-
ment of the 3D object. In this case, no corresponding contact
point exists for the touch point. However, 11 the touch point 1s
subsequently moved to a location over the display of the 3D
object, a corresponding contact point can then be found and
turther movement of the touch point can result 1n movement
of the 3D object via transformation of the 3D object as
described below. In other implementations, the 3D object
may be transformed to ensure that any touch point placed on
the 2D display interface, regardless of 1ts location, will con-
tact the 3D object and have a corresponding contact point.

If movement of one or more touch points 1s detected (320),
then the new screen-space locations of the touch points on the
display are identified (350). For example, 1f the user has
moved the touch points 206a, 208a, 210a from the locations
shown 1n FIG. 2A to the new locations 2065, 2085, 2105
shown 1n FIG. 2B, then the new locations 2065, 2085 and
2105 are 1dentified 1n screen-space.

A transformation of the 3D object 1s determined (360) to
mimmize the error between the screen-space locations of the
object contact points and the screen-space locations of their
respective touch points on the display. In other words, the
amount of rotation and translation (and, depending on the
implementation, scaling) of the 3D object 1n world-space 1s
determined such that the screen-space locations of the object
contact points are as close as possible to the screen-space
locations of the touch points, which include at least one touch
point that has just been moved to a new location. Any appre-
ciable difference between the screen-space location of the
object contact points and the screen-space location of the
touch points 1s deemed an “error” in that the object waill
appear to have slipped such that the object contact points are
no longer displayed directly underneath the touch points. A
goal of this operation 1s to 1dentify a transformation of the 3D
object that eliminates this error or mimmizes this error to
within an acceptable range.

Notably, the set of touch points used for determining the
transformation of the 3D object includes only those touch
points that are currently placed on the 2D display interface.
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That 1s, the 2D display interface device detects whether any
touch points have been removed prior to determining the
transformation of the 3D object and then determines the
transformation of the 3D object based only on the remaining
touch points currently placed on the 2D display interface.

The process 300 triggers transformation of the 3D object in
response to movement of touch points. Other implementa-
tions of the 2D display interface device may additionally
trigger the transformation of the 3D object in response to
adding or removing touch points or 1n response to applying a
different pressure to one or more existing touch points. Alter-
natively, the 2D display mterface device may continually (or
periodically) transform the 3D object at fixed time increments
(e.g., every 1 millisecond), irrespective of movement, addi-
tion, or removal of touch points or of pressure changes at
touch points.

For example, 1n some implementations, the 2D display
device may additionally detect when a touch point has been
removed and, 11 the current orientation of the 3D object cor-
responds to an error greater than zero (or greater than a
predetermined small threshold), the 2D display device may
immediately determine a new transformation of the 3D object
that uses the remaining touch points to minimize the error and
then may transform and visually render the 3D object using
the new transformation. In this implementation, the removal
of a touch point by the user may appear to cause a 3D object
that has slipped to suddenly snap back (or snap closer) to the
touch points that remain on the screen.

In some implementations, the 2D display device may addi-
tionally trigger transtormation of the 3D object in response to
detecting that the user has added a touch point that “missed”
the 3D object. Upon detecting the user adding such a touch
point, the 2D display device may respond to the newly added
touch point by immediately transforming 3D object 1n order
to position a predetermined portion of the 3D object under-
neath the newly added touch point.

In some implementations, the 2D display device may addi-
tionally trigger transformation of the 3D object in response to
detecting that the user has changed the pressure applied to one
or more touch points, even 1f those touch points have not
moved. As described turther below 1n reference to ambiguous
rotation situations, application of pressure can set a target
depth for the 3D object that can be used by the 2D display
interface device when transforming the 3D object. Accord-
ingly, rather than moving touch points across the 2D display
interface, the user may instead choose to simply “push” one
or more touch points to trigger transformation of the 3D
object and watch the displayed 3D object appear to be pushed
into the screen away from the user along the camera’s Z axis.

In some implementations, a function s(x,q) may be used to
represent the screen-space location of a contact point on an
object. Specifically, the function s(x,q) defines the screen-
space point p corresponding to an object-space point X pro-
jected onto the image plane of the camera of the 2D display
interface when the object has been transformed 1n world-
space 1n accordance with a transformation vector gq. The func-
tion s(X,q) may be expressed as follows:

p=s(x, q)=h(PM(q)x)

in which P 1s a projection matrix, and M 1s a matrix param-
cterized by the vector g which maps x from object-space into
world-space, and h 1s the viewport transformation. M 1s typi-
cally the product of several matrices which are parameterized
by transtorm values that reflect how the 3D object 1s moved in
world-space (e.g., through rotation, scaling, translation, etc.),
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and P 1s a projection matrix which describes the camera’s
field of view as well as how an object’s 1mage size changes
with distance to the camera.

Typically, transforming a 3D object from object-space to
world-space requires specification of values for six vari-
ables—three vanables that indicate the translation of the
object along the x, y, and z axes and three variables that
indicate the rotation of the object about the x, y and z axes.
Accordingly, a 3D object able to move freely 1n world-space
has six degrees of freedom (DOFs). When projecting this 3D
object onto the 1mage plane of a camera, an additional DOF
corresponding to object scaling (i.e., how the object’s image
s1ze changes with distance from the camera) also may be be
considered. Accordingly, a transform of a 3D object from
object-space to world-space when considering the projection
of the 3D object onto an 1mage plane of a camera may involve
seven transiform DOFs.

Depending on the choice of the projection matrix P, how-
ever, some of these DOFs may be redundant or unnecessary.
For example, 11 P 1s chosen to be a perspective transformation,
scaling the object up may be similar 1n effect to translating the
object so 1t becomes closer to the camera. However, 1f P 1s
chosen to be an orthographic projection, then translating the
object toward or away from the camera may have no effect,
perhaps leaving scaling as the sole DOF capable of changing,
the object’s screen-space extent. For these reasons, in some
implementations, not all seven transtorm DOFs (three for
rotation, three for translation, and one for scaling) may be
required or even usetul at all times.

In some 1mplementations, to simplily the transformation
calculations, the camera 1s assumed to be a perspective cam-
cra and thus an object’s screen-space extent 1s affected by
both translation and scaling. However, in recognition that,
when viewed from a perspective camera, an object translating,
along the camera’s Z axis 1s visually 1dentical to the scaling of
the object, the scaling DOF 1s removed from the transforma-
tion calculations, resulting in the object having only 6 DOFs.
Additionally, the projection matrix P 1s made constant to
prevent introduction of any other DOFs arising from move-
ment of the camera. As such, the projection of an object
contact point onto the image plane of the camera may only be
altered by the object-space to world-space transformation as
controlled by the transformation vector q because the location
of the camera 1s kept fixed (1.e., the camera location has no
DOFs).

The transform parameters q and object-space to world-
space transformation matrix M(q) may be defined as:

q=[ixty iz qx qy 9z

M(q)=1(tx,ty,1z) O(9x,9,92)

in which T 1s a conventional translation matrix and QQ 1s a
unit-quaternion matrix in which:

qw:‘/rl—qxz—gf—qzz

In this implementation, quaternions are used to represent
rotations of the 3D object. Quaternions are normally a four
DOF quantity, but 11 the transformation vector q 1s forced to
contain only unmit quatermions (e.g., by constraining the value
of gw as shown above) then the number of quaternion DOFs
can be dropped down to three. Accordingly, 1n this implemen-
tation, 1dentifying a 3D transformation of an object to mini-
mize the error between the screen-space location of the object
contact points and the new screen-space location of the touch
points requires a determination of six transform parameters
(tx, ty, tz, gx, qv and gz) of the vector q.
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In some 1implementations, the 2D display interface device
includes a solver that determines the transform parameters of
the transformation vector g by minimizing a quadratic energy
function that measures the total squared error between the
screen-space locations of the touch points (including the
newly moved touch points) and the screen-space locations of
the corresponding contact points. For example, 1 s(x,q) 1s a
function that projects object-space point X 1nto screen-space
given transformation vector g, and x, and p, are the positions
of the 1-th contact point and 1-th touch point, respectively, then
the energy (i.e., total squared error) may be given by the
following equation:

E= ) lstxi ) - pill”

That 1s, E 1s equal to the square of the Euclidean distance
between the screen-space location of an object-space contact
point x, and a screen-space location of 1ts corresponding
touch point p, summed up for all 1, where 11s equal to 1 to the
total number of touch points placed on the screen by the user.
Values for the transformation vector q are then sought by the
solver that minimize E with respect to q. This minimization
may be treated as a nonlinear least-squares minimization
problem. A variety of techniques can be used by the solver to
solve for the values of the transformation vector q that result
1n a minimum error between the screen-space locations of the
contact points on the 3D object and the screen-space locations
ol the touch points (one or more of which have been moved to
new locations). For example, the solver may use purely gra-
dient-based algorithms. Additionally or alternatively, the
solver may use a Quasi-Newton method such as the Broyden-
Fletcher-Goldfarb-Shanno (BFGS) method.

In one implementation, the solver uses a Levenberg-Mar-
quardt nonlinear least-squares minimization algorithm (LM)
because of the speed at which 1t can be executed on commod-
ity hardware. For example, by using the LM algorithm, the
solver can solve for the transformation vector g in a fraction of
a millisecond on a3 GHz Intel CPU. Thuis speed of calculation
enables a conventional personal computer to transform the
3D object in real-time such that movement of the touch points
by the user results 1n a corresponding real-time transforma-
tion and display of the 3D object that creates a smooth and
realistic 1llusion of object manipulation by the user.

Using the LM algorithm, however, may require at least as
many terms in the energy function E as the DOFs of the
object. Since each touch point adds two terms to the energy
(1.e., an error 1n the X screen-space coordinate and an error 1n
the y screen-space coordinate), transformations based on
three touch points of an unconstrained object should result in
a transformation vector q that transforms the object with no
error or slippage (1.e., E=0). That 1s, since the number of
DOFs of an unconstrained 3D object 1s six and the number of
terms in the energy function E for the three touch points 1s also
s1X, the LM algorithm should be able to solve for a transfor-
mation vector q that transforms the 3D object such that the
screen-space locations of the contact points on the 3D object
are equal to the new screen-space locations of the touch points
(1.e., E=0).

In contrast, 1f only one or two touch points have been
placed on the screen, then use of the LM algorithm may
require locking down some of the DOFs to the transform’s
current values. For example, 11 only one touch point 1s used
for the transformation (e.g., only one finger 1s placed on the
2D display interface and 1s moved from one location to the
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other), then 4 DOFs (1.e., 6DOFs-2DOFs) may be fixed at the
transform’s current values. For example, the values of tz, gx,
qy and gz may be fixed to the transform’s current values such
that movement of the finger only results 1n the object trans-
lating 1n a plane defined by the x and y axes (1.e., movement
of the object 1s limited to translation 1in the x and y directions
of the camera). If only two touch points are used for the
transformation (e.g., only two fingers are placed on the 2D
display interface and are moved to different locations), then 2
DOFs (1.e., 6 DOFs-2x2DOFs) may be fixed at the trans-
form’s current values. For example, the values gx and qy may
be constrained to fix the rotational orientation of the object
about the x and y axes such that movement of the two fingers
only results 1n translation of the object 1n three dimensions
and rotation of the object about the z-axis. Notably, by lock-
ing down some of the DOF's at the transform’s current values,
application of the LM algorithm results 1n a transformation of
the object that 1s entirely consistent with conventional RST-
style 2D object transformations for one and two touch point
interactions. Moreover, by constraining the DOFs of the
object as stated above for one to two touch point interactions,
the object can be transformed with no error or slippage (1.¢.,
E=0). That 1s, the transformation vector q of the object found
by the LM algorithm should result 1n the screen-space loca-
tions of the contact points on the 3D object being equal to the
new screen-space locations of the touch points.

In some 1mplementations, an interaction with the 2D dis-
play imnterface may be deemed to begin upon placement of one
or more touch points on the interface and may end upon the
user removing all touch points from the interface. Alterna-
tively, an interaction with the 2D display interface may be
deemed to begin upon a user placing a set number of touch
points on the screen (e.g., one touch point placed by one
finger) and end when the user later changes the number of
touch points on the screen (e.g., changes to two touch points
placed by two fingers).

When four or more touch points are placed on the 2D
display interface, use of an unconstrained energy quadratic in
screen-space error may enable the interface to continue to be
responsive. However, minimizations which involve a large
number of touch points may come at the expense of some
slippage. In some implementations, such slippage may be
spread out evenly among the touch points.

While the one to two touch point interactions described
above mvolved constraints on the DOFs of the 3D object by
fixing the DOFs at their current transform values, in some
implementations, other constraints may placed by the inter-
face designer on the DOFs of the 3D object. These other
constraints are referred to as penalties and are described fur-
ther below with respect to FIGS. 14-19.

Referring again to FIG. 3, the 2D display interface device
uses the determined transformation to transform the 3D
object (370), and visually render the transformed 3D object
(380) to make the displayed object contact points substan-
tially underlie the location of their respective touch points on
the 2D display interface (including the one or more newly
moved touch points). For example, 1n FI1G. 2F, the 2D display
interface device rotated the cube 204 to place the screen-
space projection of the contact points 220-224 underneath the
new screen-space location 206c, 208¢, and 210c¢ of touch
points 2064, 208a and 210aq, respectively.

Notably, If the transformation determined by the solver 1n
operation 350 corresponded to no error or slippage (e.g., E=0
for the transformation vector q found by the solver), then the
screen-space locations of the contact points should be 1den-
tical to that of their respective touch points. That 1s, a dis-
played contact point (1.€., the projected contact point) may be
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exactly underneath its corresponding touch point without
even one pixel of deviation. If the transformation determined
in operation 350, however, corresponded to some error or
slippage (e.g., E>0 for the transformation vector q found by
the solver), then the screen-space locations of the contact
points will differ from that of their respective touch points.
That 1s, a displayed contact point may not be positioned
exactly underneath its corresponding touch point but rather
may be separated, for example, by one or more pixels from its
corresponding touch point. FIGS. 5A-5FE illustrate an
example of slippage or error between touch points and their
corresponding contact points and are described in more detail
below.

Once the object has been transformed and rendered, the
determination (310) 1s made again and the process 300 con-
tinues. In one implementation, the 2D display interface
device repeats the process 300 every 1 millisecond such that
the placement and movement of touch points on the 2D dis-
play interface 1s continually momitored and objects are trans-
formed and rendered by the 2D display interface device vir-
tually immediately 1n response to touch point changes on the
2D display interface.

The process 300 supports direct manipulation for substan-
tially any number of touch points 1 both 2D and 3D. In
examples 1n which interactions are based on a single touch
point or on two touch points, process 300 provides output that
1s consistent with that of a standard RS'T controller for 2D
objects by fixing some of the DOFs of the object to the
transform’s current values. That 1s, the process 300 outputs
the transform values that result in the screen-space projec-
tions of the contact points matching the screen-space loca-
tions of the touch points after the movement of one or more of
the touch points by the user to new locations on the 2D display
interface.

With three or more touch points, the process 300 supports
direct manipulation into 3D. As 1s the case with one or two
touch points 1 2D, the process 300 produces exact solutions
in 3D for up to three touch points (i.e., solutions with no
slippage that have E equal to zero or approximately equal to
zero). As described above, for four or more touch points,
minimizing the energy equation will find the transform
parameters resulting 1n the substantially best {it to screen-
space contact point location. In some 1mplementations, the
process 300 may provide a user with a way to easily rotate and
translate displayed 3D objects with little training because of
the intuitive nature of 3D object direct manipulation.

The process 300 1s described above 1n terms of manipula-
tion of a 3D object as 11 the 3D object were a discrete unit and
in terms of contact points located on the surface of the 3D
object. In practice, however, the 2D display interface device
that implements process 300 1s operating on data sets that
represent the 3D object.

For example, when transforming and rendering a 3D object
on the 2D display interface, the 2D display interface device
may access a 3D object-space data set that represents the 3D
object 1n object-space (e.g., the data set identifies every point
in object-space that corresponds to a location on the surface of
the object and/or within the object). The 2D display interface
device also may access data representing an object transior-
mation vector that specifies the orientation of the 3D object in
world-space (1.e, specifies the rotational orientation, location,
and, 1n some 1mplementations, scaling of the object). Using
the 3D object-space data and the transformation vector data,
the 2D display interface device may calculate a 3D world-
space data set that represents the 3D object 1n world-space
(e.g., the data set identifies every point 1n world-space that
corresponds to a location on the surface of the object and/or
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within the object). The 2D display interface device may deter-
mine the 3D world-space data set by, for example, determin-
ing an object-space to world-space conversion matrix for the
transformation vector and then applying the matrix to the 3D
object-space data set. The 2D display interface device may
then access data representing an 1image plane of a camera of
the 2D display interface and may then determine a 2D screen-
space data set for the object that represents a 3D view of the
3D object by projecting the 3D world-space data set onto the

image plane based on the data representing the 1mage plane.
The 2D display interface device may then render the 3D view

of the 3D object using the 2D screen-space data set.

Referring now to FIGS. 4A, 4B, 4C and 4D, the techniques
described herein enable a variety of bimanual (e.g., two-
handed) interactions for manipulating displayed 3D objects.
Perhaps the most natural of these 1s a swivel interaction, an
example of which 1s illustrated in FIG. 4A. In this interaction,
the user places two (or more) fingers of a hand 412 down on
a 3D object 410, which 1n some implementations may pin the
object 410 down at these touch points and defines an axis 416
to swivel around. Then, by moving one finger from the other
hand 414 while keeping the fingers of hand 412 fixed, the user
can freely swivel the object 410 about.

In reality, the fingers of hand 412 pinning the object 410
down do not define a fixed axis. While the user can rotate the
object 410 as if there really was an axis defined, the user 1s
also able to manipulate the object 410 1n directions parallel to
the axis 416. An example of this type of interaction 1s shown
in FIG. 4B. In some implementations, this type of manipula-
tion may not be possible 11 the axis of rotation were fixed. In
comparison, a “handle controller”, which defines a fixed axis
with one hand and controls the angle of rotation with the
other, may be more cumbersome compared to the type of
interaction the described techniques permit. In some 1mple-
mentations, the described techniques may be extended to
mimic a handle controller or other indirect 3D manipulators
by placing penalties to impose screen-space constraints that
mimic those imposed by a handle controller. Using penalties
to 1mpose screen-space constraints 1s described turther below
with respect to FIGS. 14-19.

FIG. 4C illustrates another example three-finger interac-
tion, which may be called a “shear rotate”. As in the swivel
interaction 1llustrated in FIG. 4A, the user places three fingers
on the object 410, two from the hand 414 and one from the
other hand 412. The user then rotates the hand 414 that has
two fingers down through an angle, 1n this example, by

approximately 90 degrees. As the three points become more
collinear, the object 410 rotates either towards or away from
the user, depending on the object’s 410 orientation at the
beginning of the interaction. In either case the result may be
that the object 410 will have rotated about 90 degrees about an
axis 1n the camera’s X-Y plane, while twisting approximately
45 degrees about a perpendicular axis also 1n the camera’s
X-Y plane.

Referring now to FIG. 4D, 1llustrated 1s an example inter-
action which may be referred to as a “perspective rotate”. In
this interaction, the user begins by placing four fingers at a
collection of touch points 420-426 corresponding to contact
points on the object 410 1n a roughly rectangular configura-
tion. The user then moves the touch points to decreases the
distance between two adjacent touch points, such as, for
example, shrinking the distance between the touch points 420
and 422 and the touch points 424 and 426, while simulta-
neously increasing the distance between the other two, such
as 1ncreasing the distance between the touch points 420 and
424 as well as between the touch points 422 and 426. In

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

14

response to this gesture, the object 410 may rotate to best
achieve the perspective described by the new hand configu-
ration.

FIGS. 5A-5E illustrate an example of an interaction with a
displayed 3D object that results 1n slippage. As stated above,
if four or more touch points are placed on the 2D display
interface, the energy function E may be overconstrained such
that the solver attempting to find the 3D object transiformation
may fail to converge, and the display may become unrespon-
stve (e.g., appear to lock up because the computer 1s busy
trying to resolve a combination of inputs for which no exact
solution 1s achuevable). However, by using an unconstrained
quadratic minimization, the solver may find an acceptable 3D
object transformation that has some error or slippage (1.¢., has
some deviation 1n screen-space contact point locations from
the new screen-space locations of the corresponding touch
points such that E>0) but that distributes the error or slippage
among the touch points. In such an implementation, any
number of touch points may be placed, even 1if the total
number of input DOFs (which correspond to two mput DOFs
per touch point in the 2D plane of the 2D display interface) 1s
larger than the number of transform parameters being solved
for. Moreover, as described further below with respect to
FIGS. 12A, 12B, 12C and 13, the error or slippage can be
distributed among the touch points in a non-uniform manner
that may, for example, place the majority of the slippage on
one or more of the touch points.

Referring now to the user perspective view of FIG. SA, a
3D object 502 1s displayed on a 2D display intertace 504. The
user has placed two fingers on one hand at a touch point 506a
and a touch point 508a, and has placed two fingers from the
other hand at a touch point 510a and a touch point 512a. As
can be seen 1n the oblique world-space view shown 1n FIG.
5B, the touch points 5064, 508a, 510a and 512a correspond to
a collection of contact points 520, 522, 524 and 526 on the
object 502.

FIGS. 5C and 3D illustrate the user and oblique world-
space views ol the object 502 and the interface 504 after the
user has rotated his/her right hand while keeping the position
of his/her left hand fixed. As such, the locations of the touch
points 506a and 508a remain substantially unchanged, but the
rotated right hand has moved touch points 510aq and 512a
across the surface of the interface 504 to new locations 5105
and 5125, respectively.

FIG. SE 1s an enlarged view of the area 1dentified as 550. As
can be seen, the new locations 5104 and 5124 are offset from
the original locations of touch points 510a and 512a, while
the locations of touch points 5064 and 508a remain substan-
tially unchanged. This illustrates an example of the previ-
ously described scenario where the movement of four or more
touch points may make an exact mimmization (e.g., E=0)
impossible. In other words, no combination of transform
parameters q exists that would orient the object 302 1n world-
space 1n a way that can align the contact points 520, 522, 524
and 526 with the touch points 506a, 508a, 5105, and 5125
such that the screen-space locations of each of the contact
points 520, 522, 524 and 526 1s equal or substantially equal to
the screen-space locations of their respective touch points
506a, 508a, 5105 and 512b6. The discrepancy or deviation
between the screen-space locations of the touch points 506a,
508a, 51056, and 5125 and the screen-space locations of the
contact points 520, 522, 524 and 526 i1s an example of the
alorementioned phenomena of slippage.

As shown 1n FIG. S5E, a solution for q produced by the
energy minimization algorithm (e.g., the LM algorithm)
results 1in the 2D display interface device slightly rotating the
object 502 counterclockwise relative to the plane of the inter-
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tace 504 to substantially evenly distribute the error among the
touch points. The touch points 5064, 508a, 5105, and 5125
are visible, along with a collection of screen-space projection
locations 562, 564, 566 and 568 of the contact points 520,
522, 524 and 526. Notably, in this example, since the object
502 cannot be transformed 1n such a way as to cause all four
ol the screen-space locations 562-568 to perfectly align with
the screen-space locations 506a, 508a, 5105, and 5125
(which may, for example, occur when a solution for the trans-
form parameters q that makes E=0 cannot be found), a solu-
tion for q 1s found that minimizes the error between the
screen-space locations 562, 564, 566 and 568 of the contact
points 520, 522, 524 and 526 and the new screen-space loca-
tion of the touch points 506a, 508a, 5105, and 51256 (e.g.,
mimmizes the value of E).

User manipulations of simulated 3D objects by using the
described 2D display interface device may produce some
surprising results that negatively impact the desired 1llusion
that the user 1s actually mampulating a real 3D object. For
example, some user manipulations can lead to surprising
results 1n which the 3D object suddenly rotates about axes
other than the camera’s Z axis in a manner that was unex-
pected by the user. Such surprising results may be caused by
rotational extrema—i.e., points 1n the transform space at
which screen-space distances are maximized with respect to
rotational DOF. These situations may arise frequently during,
normal use.

Two major classes of surprising results attributable to rota-
tional extrema are 1dentified and techniques for curbing their
negative intluence are provided. The first class 1s referred to as
ambiguous rotations and 1s described below in reference to
FIGS. 6A, 6B, and 7, and the second class 1s referred to as
rotational exhaustion and 1s described below 1n reference to
FIGS. 8(i)-8(v), 9(i)-9(v), 10A, 10B and 11.

Ambiguous rotation situations occur when three or more
touch points applied by the user have corresponding contact
points that are located at the same depth along the camera’s Z
axis and the user then brings the three touch points closer
together such that the 3D object will have to rotate about an
ax1s to match the touch points with the contact points. Such a
situation 1s shown in FIGS. 6 A and 6B 1n which the user has
applied a collection of three touch points 606, 608, and 610
that correspond to contact points 620, 622, and 624, which are
located at approximately the same depth along the camera’s Z
axis. An ambiguous rotation results, for example, when the
user keeps the location of two of the three touch points fixed
and then moves the third touch point towards the two fixed
touch points. In moving the third touch point towards the two
fixed touch points, the user may expect the object to rotate
about an axis lying in the X-Y plane of the camera that 1s
defined by the two fixed touch points. The user, however, may
be surprised when the 2D display interface shows the object
rotating about the expected axis but 1n a direction opposite to
what the user intended (i.e., the object 1s rotated counter-
clockwise about the expected axis rather than clockwise or
vICE versa).

FIGS. 7(a), 7(b) and 7(c) are diagrams that 1llustrate an
example of an ambiguous rotation of a 3D object 710 dis-
played on a 2D display interface 705. The 1nitial locations of
three touch points 714, 716 and 718 are shown 1n FI1G. 7(a).
The three touch points 714, 716 and 718 correspond to con-
tact points on the 3D object 710 located at the same depth
along the Z-axis of the camera. The user keeps the locations of
the two touch points 714 and 716 fixed on the 2D display
interface 705 so that they define an axis of rotation 712. As
shown by the arrow 1n 1n FIG. 7(a), the user then moves the
third touch point 718 closer to the axis of rotation 712.
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FIG. 7(b) shows a first of two possible displays that may be
rendered on the 2D display interface 705 in response to the
user moving the third touch point 718 closer to the axis of
rotation 712. As shown 1n FIG. 7(5), the 2D display intertace
705 displays the object 710 rotated away from the user about
the axis of rotation 712. Notably, the transformation of the
object 710 produced 1n response to the detected movement of
the third touch point 718 exhibits no slippage (1.e., E=0, such
that the screen-space location of each contact point 1s sub-
stantially equal to the screen-space location of 1ts correspond-
ing touch point after transformation of the object).

FIG. 7(¢) shows a second of the two possible displays that
may be rendered on the 2D display interface 705 1in response
to the user moving the third touch point 718 closer to the axis
of rotation 712. As shown 1n FIG. 7(c¢), the 2D display inter-
tace 705 displays the object 710 rotated towards the user
about the axis of rotation 712. Notably, like the transforma-
tion of the object 710 shown 1n FI1G. 7(b), the transformation
of the object 710 shown 1n FIG. 7(c¢) also exhibits no slippage
(1.e., E=0, such that the screen-space location of each contact
point 1s substantially equal to the screen-space location of its
corresponding touch point after transformation of the object).

Accordingly, as shown in FIGS. 7(b) and 7(c), two equally
correct transformation vectors q corresponding to opposite
directions of rotation about axis 712 can be found for trans-
forming the object 710 without slippage 1n response to move-
ment of the third touch point 718 towards the axis of rotation
712. Assuming that a gradient descent-based solver 1s used
(1.e., a solver that uses a gradient descent-based algorithm
such as, for example, the LM algorithm), the choice of trans-
formation vector q from among these two possible transior-
mation vectors q may be determined entirely by how the
solver chooses descent directions.

However, by intelligently biasing the starting conditions
used by the solver when applying the gradient descent-based
algorithm to favor one direction over the other, 1t1s possible to
choose which of the two possible transformation vectors g
will be selected by the solver. Specifically, a situation in
which an ambiguous rotation 1s possible corresponds to a
maxima 1n the solution space of the solver. By applying a
small perturbation to the initial values ofthe solver away from
the maxima, a particular descent path in the solution space
can be chosen at the start that will arrive at one solution for the
transformation vector q over the other. For ambiguous rota-
tions, this may mvolve selecting the axis of rotation and a
direction of rotation about that axis and then using a small
displacement 1n that direction as the starting point for rota-
tional update DOF of the solver (e.g., quaternion values gx,
qy and qz).

For example, in the situation presented 1n FIGS. 7(a), 7(b)
and 7(c), the solver can be biased to select the transformation
vector q that rotates the object 710 towards the user by 1ni-
tializing transformation parameter qy to a small negative
value (such as —1071) instead of zero. The solver will then
start by considering solutions for the transformation vector q
that include a clockwise rotation of the object 710 about the' Y
axis.

The biasing of the solver to select one transformation vec-
tor g over the other transformation vector q in an ambiguous
rotation situation also can be based on a set of rules that take
into account user interaction. In one implementation
example, the set of rules may indicate that the starting con-
ditions of the solver should be biased to result 1n a negative
rotation about the Y-axis when the movement of the third
touch point closer to the two other touch points corresponds to
moving the third touch point lett on the screen (1.e., on the 2D
display interface) and result 1n a positive rotation about the
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Y-axis when the movement of the third touch point closer to
the two other touch points corresponds to moving the third
touch point right on the screen. Similarly, the starting condi-
tions of the solver may additionally or alternatively be biased
such that moving the third touch point upwards and down-
wards on the screen results in a positive and a negative rota-
tion about the X-axis, respectively. The biasing 1n accordance
with these rules may be arrived at by biasing (or perturbing)
the starting values of gx and/or qy such that descending the
gradient 1n the solution space from the local maxima corre-
sponding to the ambiguous rotation situation will cause selec-
tion of the transformation vector q that corresponds to the
desired rotation.

Notably, the biasing or perturbation of the starting condi-
tions used by the solver to mitigate ambiguous rotation situ-
ations should not impact the ability of the solver to arrive at a
correct energy minimization transformation vector g, even
when the solver i1s not faced with an ambiguous rotation
situation. The correct energy minimization transformation
vector q corresponds to a local mimima 1n the solution space.
The biasing or perturbation of the starting conditions used by
the solver to deal with ambiguous rotations will either push
the DOF of the object towards or away {rom the local minima
in the solution space. If the initial starting value 1s perturbed
towards the local minima, then the solver will converge to the
correct energy minimization vector g as normal. If the maitial
starting value 1s perturbed away from the local minima, then,
because the starting point 1s away from the local maxima (1.¢.,
the solver 1s not faced with an ambiguous rotation situation),
and assuming the perturbation 1s relatively small, the solver
should still converge to the correct energy minimization vec-
tor q. That 1s, the solver will descend the gradient from the
perturbed point past the original pre-perturbed point and wind
up at the same local minima corresponding to the correct
energy minimization vector .

In some 1mplementations, pressure also may be used in
addition to or instead of biasing the solver to correct rotational
ambiguities. In implementations wheremn the 2D display
interface 1s pressure sensitive, the user may vary the pressure
applied at the different touch points to intluence the transtor-
mation of the 3D object. The application of pressure by the
user when placing and moving touch points may provide the
user with an extra half-dimension (e.g., a non-negative value)
that can be used by the 2D display interface device 1n addition
to the usual 2D touch point placement and motion for deter-
mimng the transformation of the 3D object. The application
of pressure by the user, thus, may enable the user to “push” a
contact point further into the screen. Rotational ambiguities
then may be resolved by pushing one side of the object into
the screen when beginning a rotation.

In some implementations, pushing can be accomplished by
adding a penalty to the energy equation E which influences
the solver into moving a contact point (that corresponds to the
touch point at which the pressured was applied) in the desired
direction 1n world-space. The desired depth, z,,,..,. can be
determined from the pressure value applied at the touch point
and the corresponding contact point’s current world-space
depth. For example, i1 the contact point’s current world-space
depth1s 1200 in world-space units and the pressure applied by
the user at the touch point corresponding to the contact point
1s P, the target world-space depth for the contact point may be
1200 plus P/10. The contact point’s deviation from the target
depth can then be measured via the quadratic penalty

}\‘(Zrarger_ {Z:M(Q)x})E

in which x 1s the contact point 1n object-space to be pushed,
7 1s the unit-length vector pointing 1nto the screen, and A 1s a
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weighting coelflicient used to correct the difference in dimen-
sionality between the world-space penalty and the screen-
space energy. The term M(q)x represents the contact point
expressed 1n world-space and 1s equal to the contact point X 1n
object-space multiplied by the object-space to world-space
transformation matrix M(q). The term <z, M(q)x> represents
the 1nner product (i.e., the dot product) of the unit-length
vector z and the contact point expressed 1n world-space,
which 1s stmply the z coordinate in world-space of the contact
point. Accordingly, the penalty applied to the energy equation
E 1s equal to A times the square of a quantity equal to the
difference between z,,.., and the z coordinate in world-space
of the contact point Xx.

The term A can be viewed as a trade-oil factor of how much
slippage among the contact points 1s acceptable for the point
pushed 1nto the screen. A more in depth discussion of penal-
ties and possible choices of value for A 1s provided below 1n
reference to FIGS. 14-19.

In some implementations, a pressure penalty term 1s
included in the energy equation E for each contact point
corresponding to a touch point placed on the screen (1.e., on
the 2D display interface). In other implementations, a pres-
sure penalty term 1s only included 1n the energy equation E for
cach of the contact points corresponding to touch points
placed on the screen by the user and for which the user has
applied a pressure greater than a predetermined threshold
value.

As stated previously, another class of surprising results
attributable to rotational extrema that occur 1n response to
user manipulations of simulated 3D objects using the
described 2D display interface device i1s rotational exhaus-
tion. Unlike ambiguous rotation situations which arise when
three or more touch points are moved closer together, rota-
tional exhaustion situations arise when three or more touch
points are moved farther apart.

FIGS. 8(7), 8(ii), 8(iii), 8(iv) and 8(v) are diagrams showing,
an example of a rotational exhaustion situation. As shown 1n
FIG. 8(i), the user has placed three touch points 812, 814 and
816 on the 2D display interface. The three touch points 812,
814 and 816 have corresponding contact points B, A and C,
respectively, such that the 2D display interface creates the
1llusion that the user 1s grasping the object 810 at the corre-
sponding contact points. Note that 1n this example no slippage
occurs, and, therefore, the contact points, while labeled A, B
and C 1 FIG. 8, are not separately visible underneath the
corresponding touch points 814, 812 and 816.

The user then moves the touch point 812 to the right on the
interface while keeping the location of the touch points 814
and 816 fixed. In response to the movement, the 2D display
interface device rotates the object 810 about the axis 820 such
that the contact points A, B and C on the object 810 remain
substantially underneath the touch points as shown in FIG.
8(ii).

The user continues to move the touch point 812 to the right
on the 2D display interface while keeping the touch points
814 and 816 fixed until the object 810 has exhausted 1its
rotation about the axis 820, as shown 1 FIG. 8(iii). Put
another way, the user continues to move the touch point 812
to the right on the 2D display interface until the screen-space
lengths between the contact point B and the respective contact
points A and C are maximized with respect to rotation about
the object’s current axis, 1.€., rotation about axis 820.

When rotation about the current axis (1.e., axis 820) of the
object 810 1s exhausted, further movement of the touch point
812 to the right on the 1interface may still result 1n the solver
determining a transformation of the object that corresponds to
zero slippage by using other object DOFs to move the object.

[
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However, the sudden shift to using the other object DOFs
when matching the touch points with the contact points can
result 1n movement of the 3D object in a surprising and
unintuitive manner.

As shown 1n FIG. 8(iv), the continued movement of touch
point 812 to the right on the 2D display interface after the
rotation about the axis 820 of the object 810 has been
exhausted results 1n the 2D display interface device both
translating the object 810 1n the Z-axis direction to bring the
object 810 closer to the 1image plane of the camera and rotat-
ing the object 810 about a new axis 822 that 1s perceived to be
perpendicular to the axis 820. The rotation about the new axis
822 occurs because of the constraints imposed on the move-
ment of the object 810 by contact points A and C as the object
translates 1n the Z-axis direction to accommodate the contin-

ued movement of the touch point 812 to the right on the 2D
display interface. Further movement of touch point 812 to the
right on the 2D display interface results 1n the object 810
moving even further towards the image plane of the camera
and the object 810 rotating even more about the new axis 822,
as shown 1n FIG. 8(v).

Many users of the 2D display interface may find the sudden
and abrupt translation of the object 810 toward the camera
and the simultaneous sudden and abrupt change in the rota-
tional axis of the object 810 to be inconsistent with the origi-
nal interaction, which was merely movement of a single touch
point (1.e., touch point 812) 1n a straight line 1n one direction
on the 2D display interface. More generally, users may expect
that a smooth and consistent motion of touch points on the 2D
display interface should result in an equally smooth and con-
sistent motion of the object similar to that which results from
a 4 DOF interaction when mampulating a 2D object. As
shown above, however, this property 1s not satisfied under
projected 3D rotation when rotational exhaustion occurs.
That 1s, as an axis of rotation 1s exhausted, sharp changes 1n
direction 1n parameter space may occur. These sudden and
unexpected changes 1 movement of the object may be sur-
prising to many users and may cause confusion. As described
next, the point at which the rotational exhaustion occurs may
be detected and appropriate action may be taken to either
control or correct the unexpected shiit in interaction behavior.

Some 1nsight into the problem of rotational exhaustion
may be gained by fitting a plane to the contact points A, B and
C corresponding to touch points 814, 812 and 816 and exam-
ining the path the plane’s normal takes during a typical inter-
action exhibiting rotational exhaustion. FIGS. 8(i)-8(v)
include a representation of the position of the normal to the
best-fit plane below each respective illustrated position of
object 810. The representation of the position of the normal 1s
a fixed hypothetical sphere that encompasses the object 810
and on which 1s depicted the location that the normal 1nter-
cepts the surface of the fixed hypothetical sphere as the nor-
mal moves with the movement of object 810. Specifically, the
path that the normal has taken 1s depicted on the fixed hypo-
thetical sphere by a line and the current position of the normal
1s depicted on the fixed hypothetical sphere by a small circle
that represents the current location that the normal intercepts
the surface of the sphere. Notably, the position of the eye
vector of the camera (1.¢., the unit vector that points 1n the
camera’s Z-axis direction) 1s represented on the fixed hypo-
thetical sphere as the closest point on the sphere to the reader.

FI1G. 8(i) shows the sphere 824 depicting the in1tial position
of the normal of the best-fit plane of the contact points A, B
and C at the beginning of the movement of object 810 that will
lead to rotational exhaustion. Notably, the best fit plane, 1n
this example, 1s the plane that encompasses the tlat side of the
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object 810 (1.e., the side of the cube) on which 1s positioned
the three contact points A, B and C.

As the touch point 812 1s moved by the user to the right on
the 2D display interface, the 2D display interface device
rotates object 810 about the axis 820 and the normal of the of
best-fit plane starts to become more and more parallel with the
eye vector of the camera. This 1s depicted by spheres 826 and
828 of FIGS. 8(ii) and 8(iii), respectively.

When the user has moved the touch point 812 to the right on
the 2D display interface such that the rotation about the axis
820 1s exhausted, the 2D display interface device suddenly
translates towards the camera and begins rotating the object
810 about anew axis 822. This new rotation causes the normal
of the best-1it plane to suddenly take a sharp turn and become
less and less parallel with the eye vector of the camera. This
sharp turn 1s depicted by sphere 830 of FIG. 8(iv). Continued
movement by the user of touch point 812 to the right on the 2D
display interface results 1n the 2D display interface device
turther translating the object toward the camera and further
rotating the object 810 about the new axis 822 such that the
normal of the best fit plane continues along 1ts new trajectory,
as shown by sphere 832 of FIG. 8(v).

Notably, the sharp bend in the path that the normal takes
characterizes rotational exhaustion as the axis of rotation
quickly changes from one axis to another. While FIGS. 8(i)-
8(v) show the new axis 822 and the 1mitial axis 820 being
substantially perpendicular to each other and show the normal
ol the best-fit plane becoming substantially parallel to the eye
vector when rotational exhaustion occurs, such 1s not always
the case. In some rotational exhaustion situations, the new
axis may not be perpendicular to the mitial axis, and the
normal of the best-fit plane may not ever become parallel to
the eye vector. Moreover, while the situation 1llustrated in
FIGS. 8(i)-8(v), depicts both the new axis 822 and the 1nitial
axis 820 lying on the X-Y plane, 1t 1s important to note that
rotational exhaustion can occur from any starting object ori-
entation, rotating about any axis, not only those axes which lie
on the X-Y plane.

Despite the different tlavors of rotational exhaustion, rota-
tional exhaustion may still be dependably detected by track-
ing the path the normal of the best-fit plane takes relative to
the eye vector of the camera. When the normal of the best-fit
plane becomes more and more parallel with the eye vector of
the camera, the plane 1s said to be waxing. When the normal
of the best-fit plane becomes less and less parallel with the eye
vector of the camera, the plane 1s said to be waning. Rota-
tional exhaustion may occur at the plane’s transition point
from waxing to waning. Put differently, rotational exhaustion
may occur when the normal of the best-fit plane 1s maximally
parallel to the eye vector and then starts turning away. Nota-
bly, the transition point from waxing to waning does not
necessarily mean that the normal vector and the eye vector are
actually parallel, but rather that, given the constraints set by
the contact points, they may not get any more parallel than
they are at this point.

The transition point from waxing to waning can be detected
by the 2D display interface device by monitoring the angle
between the normal of the best-fit plane of the contact points
and the eye vector. In some implementations, w(X,q) 1s
defined as a function which measures the angle point X’s
normal makes with the eye vector at x, given transform
parameters g. The function 1s evaluated at the centroid of the
contact points (1.e.,x=x__ .. ) using the normal of the best-fit
plane. When the function 1s evaluated over time as the object
orientation changes (i.e., as the transiform parameters q
change over time), a local minimum 1n the function with
respect to time corresponds to the best-fit plane transitioning
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from waxing to waning and, therefore, may be indicative of a
rotational exhaustion situation. In particular, the function w
may be expressed as follows:

w(‘xcenrmzd Q) 1- {M(Q)eyecenn"md M(Q)H L::ne

wherex__ . . .1s equal to the location of the centroid of the
contact points 1n object-space, M(q) 1s the object-space to
world-space transformation matrix, eye__ .. ., 15 the unit
length camera eye vector expressed 1n object-space at the
location ot the centroid of the contact points, and n,,,,,. 1s the
unit length normal to the best-fit plane. Accordingly, the value
ol the function w at the centroid of the contact points 1s equal
to one minus the quantity equal to the inner/dot product of the
unit-length eye vector 1n world-space at the centroid (1.e., the
vector that points from the centroid to the camera) and the unit
length normal to the best-fit plane 1n world space. The value
for w, therefore, may range from O (when the camera eye
vector and the normal vector are parallel) to 1 (when the
camera eye vector and the normal vector are perpendicular to
cach other). As stated above, local minimums 1n w correspond
to transition points at which the best-fit plane 1s changing
from waxing to waning.

Notably, detecting the transition point at which the best-fit
plane changes from waxing to waning may not be suificient to
conclude that the transition point corresponds to a rotational
exhaustion situation. For example, as shown 1n FIGS. 9(i),
9(ii), 9(iv) and 9(v), a local minimum 1n w may be an 1ndica-
tion that the best-fit plane 1s changing from waxing to waning,
but may not indicate the existence of a rotational exhaustion
situation.

Specifically, as shown in FIG. 9(i), a user has placed three
touch points 912, 914 and 916 corresponding to three contact
points B, A and C, respectively, on the 2D display interface.
The user then begins to move the touch point 912 1n a small
orbit, moving {irst to the right and downwards, as shown 1n
FIG. 9(ii), and then starts to return the touch point 912 back
towards the touch points 914 and 916, as shown in FIGS. 9(iii)
and 9(iv). The user returns the touch point 912 to a location
close to 1ts starting location to complete the small orbit, as
shown 1 FIG. 9(v). The theoretical spheres 924, 926, 928,
930 and 932 track the movement of the normal to the best-fit
plane 1in a stmilar manner as described previously with respect
to FIGS. 8(i)-8(v). As shown 1n FIG. 9(iii), the point at which
the touch point 912 begins its return back towards the touch
points 914 and 916 corresponds to alocal minimum 1n w. That
1s, as shown by sphere 928 of FIG. 9(iii) as compared to
sphere 926 of FIG. 9(i) and sphere 930 of FIG. 9(iv), the
normal to the best-fit plane of the contact points A, B and C
has become at this point as parallel to the camera eye vector
(1.e., the unit length vector along the camera’s Z-axis that 1s
located at the closest point o the sphere to the reader) as 1t will
ever be 1n this interaction. Notably, however, while this inter-
action does result 1n a local minimum 1n w, 1t does not corre-
spond to a rotational exhaustion situation 1n that no rotation
about an axis has been exhausted that would lead to an unex-
pected and abrupt change 1n object orientation.

(Given that a detection of a local minimum 1n w may not
correspond to a detection of a rotational exhaustion situation,
the 2D display interface device may have to capture addi-
tional information about the movement of the touch points to
distinguish rotational exhaustion situations from other situa-
tions that result in a local minimum 1n w. That 1s, rotational
exhaustion situations may be distinguished from these other
situations 1n that rotational exhaustion situations occur when
the touch point or touch points are moved along a relatively
consistent trajectory while, 1n contrast, the other situations
occur when the touch point or touch points are moved along
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a trajectory that 1s generally inconsistent. For example, 1n the
interaction shown in FIGS. 8(i)-8(v), the user moved the
touch point 812 along an approximately straight line path
across the 2D display interface from 1ts 1imitial location to the
point at which w reached a local minimum and rotational
exhaustion occurred. In contrast, 1in the interaction shown in
FIGS. 9(7)-9(v), the user moved the touch point 912 from 1ts
initial location to the point at which w reached a local mini-
mum along a path that significantly deviated from a straight
line and no rotational exhaustion occurred. Theretfore, when
detecting rotational exhaustion situations, the 2D display
device may not only detect when the function w reaches a
local minimum but also may detect whether the movement of
the touch point(s) that triggered the local minimum was along
a path that does not deviate significantly from a straight line.
For example, in some applications, a deviation that 1s equal to
or greater than ten or fifteen degrees from a straight line path
of a touch point may be considered suificient to conclude that
the local minimum 1n w 1s not indicative of rotational exhaus-
tion.

In detecting rotational exhaustion situations, the 2D dis-
play device may further require that the change in w from the
touch point’s 1nitial position to the touch point’s current posi-
tion be greater than a predetermined minimum threshold. In
some applications, the predetermined minimum threshold
may be, for example, 0.25. This requirement that the change
in w surpasses a predetermined minimum threshold helps
protect against false positives. Specifically, by requiring that
the change 1n w surpasses a predetermined minimum thresh-
old, a rotational exhaustion situation will be detected only 1f
the movement of the touch points causes the object to rotate
by more than a minimum amount. Depending on the applica-
tion, this additional protection against false positives may be
important because 1if a minima 1 w 1s detected but the total
change of w 1s small, then this likely indicates that the inter-
action started near a minima and thus may not qualily as a true
rotational exhaustion. Stated differently, an interaction that
starts near a minima in w may not qualify as a true rotational
exhaustion because a true rotational exhaustion results 1n a
behavior of the object that 1s both abrupt and surprising to the
user 1n response to their interaction with the 2D display inter-
face. When a user starts rotating an object near the minima,
however, the user most likely intends to rotate the object
through the minima, and, thus, the behavior of the object as 1t
rotates through the minima 1s less abrupt and likely expected
by the user and, therefore, not surprising to the user. In con-
trast, when the user starts rotating the object far away from the
minima in w, which has a rapid shift in rotational behavior
near the minima, the shift in behavior when the user moves
the object through the mimima 1s likely not intended by the
user and, therefore, may appear abrupt and surprising to the
user. Accordingly, whether a situation qualifies as rotational
exhaustion may depend on an inference of the intent of the
user by the 2D display intertace device. In this particular case,
the 2D display iterface device makes this inference based on
the amount of change 1n w.

FIGS. 10A and 10B are a flow diagram of an example
process 1000 for moving simulated 3D objects 1n response to
one or more inputs on a substantially 2D display interface that
“corrects” for rotational exhaustion (i.e., that suppresses the
surprising and unexpected behavior that 1s caused by rota-
tional exhaustion and that may confuse users). The process
1000 may be implemented by a 2D display interface device
such as, for example, a multi-touch display device.

Operations 1002, 1004, 1006, 1008 and 1010 of process
1000 may be performed, for example, 1n the same manner
described previously with respect to operations 310, 330,
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340, 320 and 350, respectively, of process 300. After having
identified the new locations of the touch points on the 2D
display interface, the 2D display interface device determines
a transformation (1012) of the 3D object that minimizes the
slippage or error between the screen-space locations of the
touch points and the screen-space locations of their corre-
sponding contact points. Notably, because rotational exhaus-
tion 1s an artifact of 3D object manipulation and not 2D object
manipulation, the transformation determined by the solver of
the 2D display interface device 1n operation 1012 assumes
that the object can move 1n 3 dimensions (1.e., 6DOFs) In one
implementation, the 2D display interface device includes a
solver that uses a least-squares minimization algorithm, such
as, for example, the LM algorithm, to find a transformation
vector g that mimimizes the energy equation E 1n the same
manner as described previously with respect to operation 360
of process 300. The transformation vector g found by the 2D
display interface device may then be used to transform the 3D
object (1014). The 2D display mtertace device determines
whether the interaction (1.e., the placing of the touch points
and the subsequent movement of one or more of the placed
touch points) corresponds to a rotational exhaustion situation
(1016).

FIG. 11 1s a flow diagram illustrating an example imple-
mentation of operation 1016 of process 1000 that may be
performed by the 2D display interface device to detect rota-
tional exhaustion situations. The 2D display interface device
finds a best-fit plane for the contact points of the 3D object
aiter the 3D object has been transformed (e.g., transformed
using the transformation vector q) (1110).

The 2D display interface device determines whether the
transformation of the 3D object results 1n the best-fit plane
transitioning from waxing to waning (1120). In one 1mple-
mentation, the 2D display interface device makes this deter-
mination by determinming whether the function w has reached
a local minimum in time. If the function w has not reached a
local minimum 1n time, then the best-fit plane 1s not transi-
tioming from waxing to waning, and, consequently, rotational
exhaustion 1s not detected. The 2D display interface device,
therefore, renders the transformed 3D object on the 2D dis-
play interface for viewing by the user (1018). If, however, the
function w has reached a local minimum 1n time, then the
best-fit plane 1s transitioning from waxing to waning, and,
consequently, rotational exhaustion may be occurring.

Given the possibility that rotational exhaustion may be
occurring, the 2D display interface device identifies the touch
point or touch points 1n motion that caused the best-fit plane
to transition from waxing to waning (1130). The 2D display
interface device determines whether the movement of the
identified touch point or touch points from their 1nitial screen-
space locations to their current screen-space locations
resulted 1n a change 1n the angle between the normal of the
best-fit plane and the camera eye vector that surpasses a
mimmum threshold (1140). In one implementation, this
determination may be accomplished by calculating the dii-
ference between a first value for w that corresponds to the
orientation of the object when the touch points were at their
initial screen-space locations and a second value for w that
corresponds to the orientation of the object when the touch
points are located at their current screen-space locations. The
initial screen-space location of a touch point may be, for
example, the screen-space location of the touch point when
the touch point was first placed on the 2D display interface by
the user. Additionally or alternatively, the initial screen-space
location of a touch point may be the screen-space location of
the touch point at a predetermined time prior to the movement
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of the touch point that led to the potential rotational exhaus-
tion situation (e.g., 5 seconds prior).

If the change in the angle does not surpass the minimum
threshold, then rotational exhaustion 1s not detected, and the
2D display interface device, therefore, renders the trans-
formed 3D object on the 2D display interface for viewing by
the user (1018). If, however, the change 1n the angle surpasses
the minimum threshold, then rotational exhaustion may be
occurring, and, therefore, the 2D display interface device may
determine whether the trajectory or path taken by each 1den-
tified touch point from their mnitial screen-space location to
their current screen-space location deviates significantly
from a straight line (1150).

If the trajectory or path of at least one of the identified touch
points deviates significantly from a straight line, then rota-
tional exhaustion 1s not detected, and the 2D display intertace
device, therefore, renders the transformed 3D object on the
2D display interface for viewing by the user (1018). If, how-
ever, the trajectory of each of the 1dentified touch points does
not deviate significantly from a straight line and, therefore,
represents a consistent and smooth movement, then the 2D
display interface device concludes that rotational exhaustion
1s occurring and, therefore, may determine a new transforma-
tion of the object that corrects the undesirable object move-
ment caused by the rotational exhaustion (1020).

In some implementations of process 1100, the order of
operations 1120-1150 may be changed. For example, opera-
tion 1150 may be performed by the 2D display interface
device before operation 1160.

Referring back to FIGS. 10A and 10B, if rotational exhaus-
tion 1s detected, the 2D display iterface device may deter-
mine a corrected transformation of the 3D object that corrects
the rotational exhaustion while minimizing the error between
the screen-space locations of the touch points and the screen-
space locations of the contact points (1020). In one 1mple-
mentation, the 2D display interface device calculates a cor-
rected transformation vector q by using the same solver that
was used calculate the transformation vector q for operation
1012. However, when determining the corrected transforma-
tion vector g, the solver now limits the DOFs that the mini-
mization algorithm can operate upon. That 1s, rather than
allowing the minimization algorithm to operate upon all 6
DOFs for finding the transtormation vector g, as was done 1n
operation 1012, the solver will now force the minimization
algorithm to operate on less than 6 DOFs. This limitation of
DOFs result 1n the solver calculating a corrected transforma-
tion vector q that prevents the object from translating or
rotating 1n the abrupt and unexpected manner that arises from
rotational exhaustion.

(Given that rotational exhaustion occurs from exhausting
rotational DOF, 1t may seem natural to constrain all rotational
DOFs of the object (1.e., constrain object rotation about the x,
y and z axes) to their current values in order to correct the
rotational exhaustion problem. Such a constraint results in the
rotation of the object stopping belore unexpected behavior
occurs. For example, the solver, when applying the least-
squares minimization algorithm to calculate the corrected
transformation vector q, may fix gx, qy and gz to their current
transformation values (1.e., to the values corresponding to the
orientation of the object immediately prior to the touch point
movement that triggered the rotational exhaustion) such that
they may not be varied by the solver when calculating the
vector g that results in the minimum error. However, 1n prac-
tice, such a constraint also causes the movement of the object
being controlled to be limited to translation and thus the
interaction may feel “stiff” to the user, as if the object 1s
sliding on a track.




US 8,493,334 Bl

25

As described previously with respect to FIGS. 8(7)-8(v), the
unexpected and sudden movement of the object when an axis
of rotation has been exhausted imnvolves not only a change 1n
the axis of rotation but also mvolves a translation along the
Z-axis of the camera. This translation works hand-in-hand
with the new rotation 1n order for the touch points and the
contact points to be matched. Therefore, another way to cor-
rect the rotational exhaustion problem 1s to restrict translation
along the Z-axis of the camera to 1ts current transformation
value. Such a constraint also results in the rotation of the
object stopping before unexpected behavior occurs. For
example, the solver, when applying the least-squares minimi-
zation algorithm to calculate the corrected transformation
vector q, may fIx tz to its current transformation value (1.e., to
the value corresponding to the depth of the object along the
Z-ax1s immediately prior to the touch point movement that
triggered the rotational exhaustion) such that tz may not be
varied by the solver when calculating the vector g that results
in the minimum error. In practice, constraining movement of
the object along the Z-axis may provide a more natural feel to
the user than restricting the rotational DOF's. For example, the
object may appear to the user as being suspended in space
rather than stuck on a track.

After the corrected transformation 1s found, the 2D display
interface device transforms the object using the corrected
transformation (e.g., the corrected transformation vector q)
(1022) and renders the transformed object (1024). The 2D
display interface device then performs operations 1026,
1028, 1030, 1032 and 1034 to continue monitoring for and
responding to the placement and movement of touch points in
a manner that may be 1dentical to that described previously
with respect to operations 310,330, 340, 320 and 350, respec-
tively, of process 300.

When one or more touch points have been moved by the
user such that another transformation of the object 1s trig-
gered, the 2D display interface device may 1dentily the new
locations of the touch points on the 2D display interface
(1034) and may continue to determine a corrected transior-
mation of the object (1.e., a transformation of the object that
uses less than all 6 DOFs) to suppress rotational exhaustion
(1036). However, eventually the user may move the touch
points such that rotational exhaustion 1s no longer a problem.
The 2D display interface device 1s able to detect when this
occurs by determining whether the minimized error/energy E
that results from the corrected transformation has fallen
beneath a predetermined threshold (1038). The predeter-
mined threshold may vary by application and depends on a
decision made by the application designer regarding when a
deviation between the contact points and the touch points has
been reduced to the extent that it 1s deemed “close enough™ to
the nonslippage (i.e., 6 DOF) positions that rotational exhaus-
tion 1s no longer considered a problem. Since energy mea-
sures a deviation 1n pixels, the application designer may, for
example, specily or input into the 2D display interface device
a number of pixels 1n deviation per contact point that is
considered close enough to the nonslippage contact point
positions that rotational exhaustion 1s no longer considered a
problem for the interaction. The 2D display interface device
then may calculate the predetermined threshold from the
specified deviation. For example, if a deviation of five pixels
per contact point 1s considered close enough to the nonslip-
page position and three touch points are currently placed on
the 2D display interface, the 2D display interface device may
calculate the predetermined threshold to be 3x5°=75 units of
energy.

Notably, the minimized error/energy must fall beneath the
predetermined threshold, not just be beneath the predeter-
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mined threshold, for all 6 DOFs to be re-enabled. This dis-
tinction 1s significant because the condition to re-enable all 6
DOFs 1s not simply that the energy 1s below a predetermined
threshold but rather that the energy 1s below the predeter-
mined threshold AND decreasing. The decreasing aspect 1s
important because, when mitially disabling DOF's for correct-
ing the rotational exhaustion situation, the energy will
become very low (1.e., close to zero) and may, in fact, be
below the predetermined threshold. However, as the interac-
tion continues, the energy will increase rather than decrease
(1.e., the interaction will be incurring more and more error or
slippage), and, therefore, the energy will not satisty the con-
dition that it fall beneath the predetermined threshold. Only
aiter the energy 1s increased above the predetermined thresh-
old, and the user then brings the object “close enough™ to 1ts
original pre-slippage configuration does the energy decrease
below (1.e., fall beneath) the predetermined threshold and
trigger all 6 DOFs of the object to be re-enabled.

If the minimized error/energy E exceeds the predetermined
threshold, then rotational exhaustion 1s deemed by the 2D
display interface device to still be a problem and the object 1s
transiformed using the corrected transformation (1022) and
rendered (1024). If the minimized error/energy E falls below
the predetermined threshold, the 2D display interface device
concludes that rotational exhaustion 1s no longer a problem
and a new transformation of the object 1s determined using all
6 DOFs (1012). The object 1s then transformed using the new
transformation (1014) and rendered (1018). In another imple-
mentation, the 2D display interface device may detect that the
rotational exhaustion 1s no longer a problem by detecting
when the touch points are moved back close to their pre-
slippage positions by the user rather than by comparing the
energy/error to a threshold value.

The process 1000 1s similar to the process 300 1n that it
triggers transtormation of the 3D object in response to move-
ment of touch points. Other implementations of the 2D dis-
play interface device may additionally trigger the transforma-
tion of the 3D object in response to adding or removing touch
points or in response to applying a different pressure to one or
more existing touch points. Alternatively, the 2D display
interface device may continually (or periodically) transiorm
the 3D object at fixed time increments (e.g., every 1 millisec-
ond), irrespective of movement, addition, or removal of touch
points or of pressure changes at touch points.

As described previously with respect to FIGS. 5A-5SE, the
solver of the 2D display interface device may not always be
able to determine a transformation of the 3D object that
results 1n no error or slippage (e.g., E=0). For example, when
using the LM algorithm, the number of terms 1n the energy
function (1.e., the number of mput DOFs) may have to be
equal to or greater than the number of DOF's of the object. If
the number of terms 1n the energy function 1s greater than the
number of DOFs of the object, then slippage or error occurs.
That 1s, the minimum error/energy transformation vector q
found by the solver will correspond to E>0.

As described previously with respect to operation 360 of
process 300, each touch point introduces two terms 1nto the
energy function (1.e., energy or error 1n X and energy or error
in v). Therefore, for any interaction that involves four or more
touch points, the energy function will be overconstrained and
slippage will occur. That 1s, the energy function will have
eight or more terms, which 1s greater than the maximum
number of DOFs (1.e., s1x) available to a 3D object moving
freely in world-space. Similarly, 1f the 2D display interface
device reduces the number of DOFs of the object, then the
energy function E may be overconstrained and slippage may
occur even when responding to three touch point interactions.




US 8,493,334 Bl

27

For example, 1f translation of the object along the 7 axis 1s
prevented, then the object will only have five DOFs, which 1s
less than the six terms 1ntroduced 1nto the energy function by
the three touch points.

The energy function introduced previously with respect to
operation 360 of process 300 1s shown again below:

E= ) lsxi. ) - pill’

Since error is measured by this energy functionin L* (i.e.,
in the square of the Euclidean distances), the error tends to be
distributed relatively evenly among the touch points. In other
words, the Euclidean distance from the screen-space location
ol a contact point to the screen-space location of 1ts matching
touch point 1s about the same for each contact point/touch
point pair.

FIGS.12A,12B and 12C are diagrams 1llustrating displays
presented to a user by a 2D display interface that show slip-
page between touch points and their corresponding contact
points. Referring to FIG. 12A, a user previously placed touch
points 1210, 1212 and 1214 onto a displayed cube 1200, and
the touch points were previously matched by the 2D display
interface device with contact points 1216, 1218 and 1220 on
the cube 1200. The user then kept the location of the touch
points 1210 and 1212 fixed while moving the touch point
1214 in a rightward direction away from the fixed touch
points 1210 and 1212 to the position shown in FIG. 12A. In
this example, the application executed by the 2D display
interface device prevents the cube 1200 from translating
along the Z-axi1s of the camera, and, therefore, the movement
of the touch point 1214 has resulted 1n slippage between the
touch points and their respective contact points. As shown in
FIG. 12A, the slippage or error has been distributed evenly
among the touch points such that no contact point 1s displayed
on the 2D display interface at the same location as 1ts corre-
sponding or matched touch pomt. FIG. 12A may, for
example, correspond to an error distribution among the touch
points that would arise when minimizing the energy function

introduced previously with respect to operation 360 of pro-
cess 300.

In some applications, however, a uniform distribution of

the error among the touch points may not be desirable. By
adding a normalized weighting coelficient to each contact
point’s terms 1n the energy function, the distribution of the
error among the touch points can be controlled. This addi-
tional coetficient may be indicative of how “important” a
particular touch point 1s relative to the other touch points and,
thus, may indicate the degree to which that touch point will be
matched during the optimization process (i.e., during the
energy or error minimization process performed by the solver
of the 2D display interface device). If w, 1s the weight of the
ith touch point, then the new energy equation with weighting
coellicients included becomes:

E= Z willsxi, g) = pill”

Z{ule

]

The 2D display interface device may use various different
schemes to define the weights of the touch points. The choice
of the scheme typically depends on the application that 1s
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being executed by the 2D display interface device. In some
implementations, the 2D display interface device uses a
scheme that dynamically assigns weights to touch points
while the user 1s interacting with the 2D display interface
based on some measurable property of the iteraction.

For example, 1n some implementations, the 2D display
interface device may assign the appropriate weighting coet-
ficients to touch points based on the screen-space distance a
touch point has travelled from 1ts 1nitial position to 1ts current
position on the 2D display interface. Screen-space distances
may be well-suited for being used to assign touch point
welghting coelficients because a touch point’s motion may be
viewed as an indication of the user’s intent. If a touch point 1s
moved quite a bit by the user while the other touch points
remain relatively fixed, then the touch point in motion may be
considered more important than the others, and thus should be
matched to its corresponding contact point more closely. IT
weilghting 1s defined 1n this manner, then when translation
along camera 7 1s disabled, the object may translate to follow
the dominant hand’s fingers (1.e., touch points) across the
screen while the non-dominant hand’s fingers (1.e., touch
points) exert little intluence on the object’s motion.

FIG. 12B illustrates a display of touch points that have been
weighted using this weighting scheme. The touch points
1210, 1212 and 1214 shown 1n FIG. 12B have been moved
exactly as described previously with respect to FIG. 12A but
now the locations of their corresponding contact points 1216,
1218 and 1220 have changed. Specifically, because the touch
point 1214 moved while the touch points 1210 and 1212
remained fixed, the screen-space location of contact point
1220 1s now almost 1dentical to that of 1ts matched touch point
1214 (1.¢., almost none of the error 1s distributed to touch
point 1214) while the screen-space locations of contact points
1216 and 1218 are now even further away from their matched
touch points 1210 and 1212 (1.e., almost the whole error 1s
distributed among touch points 1210 and 1212). Using such a
welghting scheme, for example, the 2D display interface
device may assign a weight of w, to a touch point that 1s equal
to some value that 1s directly proportional to the distance
traveled by the touch point. In the scenario shown in FIG.
12B, the 2D display interface device may, for example, have
assigned a weight w, equal to 0.98 to the two energy terms
corresponding to touch point 1214, a weight _ , equal to 0.01
to the two energy terms corresponding to touch point 1210,
and a weight w; equal to 0.01 to the two energy terms corre-
sponding to touch point 1212.

In other implementations, the 2D display interface device
may define weights such that stationary touch points are more
important than touch points in motion. As a result, for an
object unable to translate along the Z-axis, the stationary
touch points pin the object down while the touch points in
motion exert only a small rotational 1influence on the pinned
object. Thus, this weighting scheme maintains the object’s
position and orientation at the time the slippage occurred.

FIG. 12C illustrates a display of touch points that have been
weighted using this weighting scheme. The touch points
1210, 1212 and 1214 shown 1n FIG. 12C have been moved
exactly as described previously with respect to FIG. 12A but
now the locations of their corresponding contact points 1216,
1218 and 1220 have changed. Specifically, because the touch
points 1210 and 1212 remained stationary while the touch
point 1214 moved, the screen-space location of contact points
1216 and 1218 are now almost i1dentical to that of their
matched touch pomnts 1210 and 1212, respectively (1.e.,
almost none of the error 1s distributed to touch points 1210
and 1212) while the screen-space location of contact point
1220 1s now even further away from 1ts matched touch point
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1214 (1.¢., almost the whole error 1s distributed to touch point
1214). Using such a weighting scheme, for example, the 2D
display interface device may assign a weight of w, to a touch
point that 1s equal to some value that 1s inversely proportional
to the distance traveled by the touch point. Additionally or
alternatively, the 2D display interface device may assign to
every touch point that 1s stationary a first predetermined fixed
weilght and to every touch point that 1s 1n motion a second
predetermined fixed weight that 1s much smaller than the first
predetermined fixed weight. Notably, the first and second
predetermined fixed weights are typically normalized by the
2D display interface device prior to being used in the energy
equation E. In the scenario shown 1n F1G. 12C, the 2D display
intertace device may, for example, have assigned a weight w,
equal to 0.02 to the two energy terms corresponding to touch
point 1214, a weight w,, equal to 0.49 to the two energy terms
corresponding to touch point 1210, and a weight w, equal to
0.49 to the two energy terms corresponding to touch point
1212.

In some 1implementations, when applying the above-de-
scribed weighting techniques, the 2D display interface device
may calculate the distance a touch point has traveled from an
initial location to 1ts current location by defining the initial
location to be the location of the touch point when 1t was first
placed on the 2D display interface by the user. Additionally or
alternatively, the 2D display interface device may calculate
the distance by defining the 1nitial location to be the location
ol the touch point a predetermined time prior to the time at
which the distance calculation 1s performed.

In some implementations, the 2D display interface device
may calculate the distance a touch point has traveled from an
initial location to 1ts current location as the 2D Euclidean
straight line distance between the two locations. In other
implementations, the 2D display interface device may calcu-
late the distance a touch point has traveled from an 1nitial
location to 1ts current location as an arc length that represents
the total distance the touch point actually traveled between
the two locations.

When weighting using arc lengths, important points may
be “remembered” because the 2D display interface device
may maintain a record of all motion of touch points through-
out the interaction. As such, once a touch point becomes
important, 1t may remain important. Consequently, a moving
touch point may continue to be weighted highly by the 2D
display interface device even when it returns close to 1ts
original location because the total distance it traveled on 1ts
path during the interaction was very long relative to that of the
other touch points. Notably, even when the touch point is
moved back to the location where slippage was originally
triggered, the touch point may be the only one to have any
elfect on the object being controlled due to the heavy weight
assigned to 1t by the long path distance that 1t traveled. Addi-
tionally, if one touch point moves much more than the other
touch points (such that its arc length or path length 1s very
long) and then slows to a rest while the other touch points start
to move, 1t may take some time before the newly moving
touch points are able to exert any influence at all on the
object’s orientation.

In some 1mplementations, pressure also may be used to
control the spread of error among the touch points. By defin-
ing a touch point’s weight in terms of how hard a user 1s
pressing against the screen, the 2D display interface device
may provide the user with a tool that enables the user to pin
touch points down. The harder a user presses at a touch point
relative to how he/she presses at other touch points, the less
error will be allocated to that touch point by the solver. In
other words, the harder a user presses at a touch point relative
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to how he/she presses at other touch points, the closer the
screen-space location of the matching contact point will be to
the screen-space location of the touch point after the object 1s
transformed by the 2D display interface device. Because
pressure values may be continuous and adjustable, touch
points may be re-weighted dynamically onthe fly. Using such
a weighting scheme, for example, the 2D display interface
device may assign a weight of w, equal to some value that 1s
directly proportional to the relative pressure applied at the
touch point. The relative pressure for a given touch point may
be, for example, a percentage value that represents the cur-
rently applied pressure at the touch point as a percentage of
the average pressure currently being applied by the user at all
of the touch points or, alternatively, as a percentage of the
minimum pressure of all the pressures currently being applied
by the user at the touch points.

Using pressure values at touch points to control error dis-
tribution, however, may become problematic for 2D display
interface devices that require the user to use his/her fingers to
place and move touch points on the 2D display interface by
physically pressing a surface of the 2D display interface.
Specifically, when a user presses his/her finger hard against a
touch-screen and moves the finger at the same time, friction
may cause the interaction to be unpleasant to the user and thus
undesirable. Therefore, in some 1mplementations, pressure
values are used to control error distribution by making touch
points sticky rather than by more heavily weighting touch
points that are in motion. In these implementations, for
example, the 2D display interface device may assign a first
predetermined fixed weight (or a weight that varies directly
with applied relative pressure) to every touch point that 1s
both stationary and at which the relative pressure applied by
the user 1s greater than a predetermined threshold, and may
assign to every other touch point a second predetermined
fixed weight that 1s much smaller than the first predetermined
weilght (or much smaller than the minimum weight assigned
to a stationary touch point at which a relative applied pressure
exceeds the predetermined threshold). Notably, the first and
second predetermined fixed weights are typically normalized
by the 2D display interface device prior to being used 1n the
energy equation E.

In some implementations, multiple weighting schemes are
concurrently used. For example, the 2D display interface
device may assign the weighting coetlicients to touch points
based on the screen-space distance a touch point has traveled
from 1ts initial position to its current position on the 2D
display interface and, for fixed touch points, based on the
relative pressure applied.

FIG. 13 1s a flow diagram of an example process 1300 for
moving simulated 3D objects 1n response to one or more
inputs on a substantially 2D display interface that distributes
slippage errors among touch points 1n a controlled manner.
The process 1300 may be implemented by a 2D display
interface device such as, for example, a multi-touch display
device.

Operations 1310, 1320, 1330, 1340 and 1350 of process
1300 may be performed, for example, 1n the same manner
described previously with respect to operations 310, 320,
330, 340 and 350, respectively, of process 300. After having
identified the new locations of the touch points on the 2D
display interface, the 2D display interface device determines
weilghting values for the touch points (1352). The 2D display
interface device may determine the weighting values based
on characteristics of the touch points such as, for example, the
distance traveled by the touch point from an 1nitial location,
whether the touch point 1s stationary or moving, and/or the
pressure applied by the user at the touch point. The 2D display
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interface device may, for example, use any of the weighting
schemes described previously, either alone or 1n combination
with other weighting schemes, to determine the appropnate
welghting value for each touch point.

The 2D display iterface device normalizes the weighting,
values to determine weighting coetlicients (1354) and then
determines a transformation of the 3D object that minimizes
the slippage or error between the screen-space locations of
the touch points and the screen-space locations of their cor-
responding contact points using the weighting coetlicients
(1360). Operation 1360 may be performed, for example, 1n
the same manner as described previously with respect to
operation 360 of process 300 with the exception that the terms
of the energy function that 1s being minimized now 1nclude
the weighting coefficients to distribute the error or slippage
among the different touch points. In some 1implementations,
the 2D display interface device applies an algorithm to mini-
mize the previously described energy function E with weight-
ing coetlicients. The 2D display interface device then trans-
forms the 3D object using the determined transformation
(1370) and renders the transformed 3D object for display on
the 2D display interface (1380).

Depending on the application of the 2D display interface
device, 1t may be desirable to constrain an object’s motion to
meet task-specific ends. Constraints on an object’s motion
have been described previously with respect to operation 360
of process 300 and with respect to solving ambiguous rotation
and rotational exhaustion situations. Up to now, the described
constraints on the movement of the 3D object have been
limited to reducing the DOFs of the object (e.g., 1n order to
provide exact solutions for one and two point interactions)
and adding an additional penalty term to the energy equation
that further constrains the 3D object’s movement by requiring
that the 3D object, after transformation, have a depth value for
one or more contact points set by the pressure applied by the
user at the corresponding touch points. This latter constraint
was referred to as a penalty and 1s distinct from the former
constraint i that the DOFs of the object upon which the
solver operates to determine a minimum energy/error trans-
formation vector q are not reduced by the penalty (1.e., the
object still has 6 DOFs, assuming no other application-spe-
cific DOF reductions have been applied).

A penalty or a penalty function 1s a function that measures
deviation from some 1deal condition. The penalty function
previously introduced with respect to solving ambiguous
rotations, for example, measured deviation of the z coordinate
of a contact point froma z,,, ., set by the user through appli-
cation of a pressure at the touch point corresponding to the
contact point. In another example, a penalty function may be
used 1n an application that allows a globe to be spun by a user
by enforcing the condition that the globe’s center always
stays at the same location in world-space. In such an appli-
cation, the penalty function may measure the distance of the
globe from the globe’s original center and may penalize (1.¢.,
highly increase the energy of the energy function) any object
transformations that the solver attempts to apply, when test-

ing different object transformations for minimizing energy,
that correspond to the globe moving from the globe’s original
center.

A 2D display interface device that uses penalties to con-
strain the movement of a 3D object and that allows control of
the distribution of slippage among the different touch points
may, for example, use the following energy equation:
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k= Z wrl[s(x:, g) — Pr”z + Z Ajgj(fi?)z
¢ A

where g (q) 1s the i penalty function with a weight coef-
ficient A. Penalty functions may not be true, hard constraints
of the object’s motion in the strictest sense (unlike, for
example, reductions in object DOFs), but, through a careful
choice of penalty terms, 1t may be possible to achieve sub-
stantially the same results.

As stated previously, the solver of the 2D display interface
device may not always be able to determine a transformation
of the 3D object that results 1n no error or slippage (e.g., E=0)
when the number of terms in the energy function (1.e., the
number of input DOFs) 1s greater than the number of DOFs of
the object. Adding penalty terms to the energy function, there-
fore, may result 1n sacrificing the exactness of the solution
found by the solver. For example, for three touch point inter-
actions, the addition of even one penalty term to the energy
function can result 1n slippage (i.e., the energy function will
have seven terms while the DOF's of the object 1s s1x). How-
ever, for one touch point interactions, up to four penalty terms
may be added to the energy function without resulting 1n any
error or slippage. Notably, 11 less than four penalty terms are
added, then the number of DOF's of the object may have to be
reduced to a number equal to the sum of two plus the number
of added penalty terms 1n order to allow the solver to arrive at
an exact solution with no error or slippage (i.e., E=0). For two
touch point interactions, up to two penalty terms may be
added to the energy function without resulting 1n any error or
slippage. However, 11 only one penalty term 1s added, then the
number of DOFs of the object may have to be reduced to five
in order to allow the solver to arrive at an exact solution.

Accordingly, the addition of five or more penalty terms for
one touch point interactions, three or more penalty terms for
two touch point interactions, and one or more penalty terms
for three touch point interactions may result in slippage
between the screen-space location of at least one of the touch
points and the screen-space projection of its corresponding
contact point. While a limit may not be imposed on the num-
ber of penalty terms added to the energy function for a given
application, the presence of a large number of penalty terms
may cause the interaction to noticeably degrade. That 1s, the
presence ol a large number of penalty terms may cause sig-
nificant slippage or error such that the desired illusion that the
user 1s actually “gripping” the 3D object 1s significantly com-
promised.

When energy 1s overconstrained (1.e., when the number of
terms 1n our energy function exceeds the number of available
DOF), properly weighting the penalty functions may be
required to ensure that each penalty continues to function
suificiently as a constraint. Choosing a value for A to weight
a screen-space penalty may serve to inform the solver of the
trade-oil that the application designer finds acceptable
between violating the penalty and the amount of contact point
slippage that will be allowed. For example, 1f screen-space
locations are measured by number of pixels, a violation or
slippage of one pixel against the ideal condition of the penalty
1s equivalent to A pixels of slippage of an unweighted contact
point. In other words, violating the ideal condition of the
penalty by one pixel corresponds to introducing the same
amount of error as deviating the screen-space location of an
unweighted contact point by A pixels away from the screen-
space location of 1ts matching touch point. Therefore, the
larger that the application designer makes the value of A, the
harder the solver of the 2D display interface device will work
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to ensure that the penalty only recetves an equivalently small
amount of the error. In implementations that use the energy
function described previously, which corresponds to a qua-
dratic function 1 contact point slippage, the application
designer may, for example, set the value of A to be 1n the range
of 10 to 10” to keep penalty violations small and slippage to a
minimuim.

The application designer may find that choosing a value for
A to weight a world-space penalty 1s more difficult and chal-
lenging than choosing a value for A to weight a screen-space
penalty. This difficulty arises from the fact that the energy
function 1s expressed in terms of screen-space, and, therefore,
deviations from an 1deal condition in world-space may first
have to be projected 1nto screen-space 1n order to determine
the extent of their corresponding screen-space deviation or
error. Therefore, due to this difference in dimensionality,
small violations of penalties 1n world-space are potentially
much more disastrous than small violations of penalties in
screen-space. For example, a violation of one pixel in screen-
space may be barely noticeable, but a violation of the same
magnitude 1n world-space may be glaring. If an application
can only tolerate a violation of 107" in world-space of a given
penalty before violations become noticeable to the user, the
application designer should set a value for A for this penalty to
be at least 10**. By setting the value for A to be 10, violating
the 1deal condition of the world-space penalty such that the
violation just becomes noticeable to the user introduces the
same amount of error as deviating the screen-space location
ol an unweighted contact point by one pixel away from the
screen-space location of 1ts matching touch point. The appli-
cation designer, however, may want the penalty to be more
strictly enforced such that violation of the penalty carries
more significance than slippage among the contact points.
Theretore, the application designer may 1nstead choose to set
the value for the world-space penalty to be even higher than
10°*, such as, for example, 10! to 10****. To illustrate, if
the application designer sets the value for A to be 10°*%,
violating the 1deal condition of the world-space penalty such
that the violation just becomes noticeable to the user intro-
duces the same amount of error as deviating the screen-space
location of an unweighted contact point by 10,000 pixels
away from the screen-space location of 1ts matching touch
point.

In setting the value for A to weight penalties, the applica-
tion designer may have to be careful to not choose a value for
A that is too large (e.g., greater than 10° to 10°). Ifa penalty is
overweighted, the solver of the 2D display interface device
may not be able to converge to a solution because, for
example, as 1t chooses diflerent paths to take 1n the solution
space, 1t may find that any movement at all may result 1n
penalty values that dwart the error associated with contact
point slippage. As a result, the solver may be unable to pro-
ceed to a solution, and, as a consequence, the 3D object
displayed on the 2D display interface may stop responding.

An application designer may use the 2D display interface
device to concurrently or separately impose a variety of dii-
ferent types of penalties on the motion of an object. For
example, the application designer may define a point “a” 1n
object-space and require that the location of the screen-space
projection of the point “a” be fixed. In some 1implementations,
the application designer may incorporate this penalty into the
application executed by the 2D display interface device by
adding the following penalty term to the energy function:

g(q)=||p-s(a.q)

where b 1s the fixed screen-space projection of the object-

space point “a,” which may be calculated, for example, at the
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beginning of the interaction, and s(a,q) 1s the screen-space
projection ol object-space point “a” after the object-space has
been transformed 1n accordance with the transformation vec-
tor q during the interaction (e.g., by movement of the object
resulting from, for example, movement of touch points by the
user). Accordingly, 1n this example, the penalty function 1s
equal to the Fuclidean distance between the fixed screen-
space projection of the object-space point “a” (1.e., b) and the
screen-space projection of the object-space point “a” after the
object-space has been transformed in accordance with the
transiformation vector q.

In another example, the application designer may define a
point “a” in object-space and require that the world-space
location of point “a” be fixed. In some implementations, the
application designer may incorporate this penalty into the
application executed by the 2D display interface device by

adding the following penalty term to the energy function:

g(q)=b-M(q)al

where b 1s the fixed world-space location of the object-
space point “a,” which may be calculated, for example, at the
beginning of the interaction, and M(q)a 1s the world-space
location of object-space point “a” after the object-space has
been transformed 1n accordance with the transformation vec-
tor q during the interaction. Accordingly, in this example, the
penalty function 1s equal to the Euclidean distance between
the fixed world-space location of the object-space point “a”
(1.e., b) and the world-space location of the object-space point
“a” after the object-space has been transformed 1n accordance
with the transformation vector q.

The application designer may additionally or alternatively
place a constraint on object motion that requires that the
screen-space distance between points “a” and “b” on the
object remains constant. In some 1implementations, the appli-
cation designer may incorporate this penalty into the appli-
cation executed by the 2D display interface device by adding

the following penalty term to the energy function:

g(q)=(||s(a,q)-s(b,q)||-d)

where d 1s the fixed screen-space distance between points
“a” and “b,” which may be calculated, for example, at the
beginning of the interaction, and s(a,q) and s(b,q) are the
screen-space projections of points “a” and “b” on the object,
respectively, after the object has been transformed 1n accor-
dance with the transformation vector q during the interaction.
Accordingly, 1n this example, the penalty function 1s equal to
the difference between the fixed screen-space distance
between points “a” and “b” (1.e., b) and the screen-space
distance (1.e., the 2D Fuclidean distance) between the screen-
space projection of object point “a” and the screen-space
projection of object point “b” after the object has been trans-
formed 1n accordance with the transformation vector q.

The application designer may additionally or alternatively
place a constraint on object motion that requires that the
world-space distance between points “a” and “b” on the
object remains constant. In some implementations, the appli-
cation designer may incorporate this penalty into the appli-
cation executed by the 2D display interface device by adding
the following penalty term to the energy function:

g(q)=(|M(q)a-M(q)b|-d)

where d 1s the fixed world-space distance between points
“a” and “b,” which may be calculated, for example, at the
beginning of the mteraction, and M(q)a and M(q)b are the
world-space positions of points “a” and “b” on the object,
respectively, after the object has been transformed 1n accor-
dance with the transformation vector q during the interaction.
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Accordingly, in this example, the penalty function 1s equal to
the difference between the fixed world-space distance
between points “a” and “b” (.e., d) and the world-space
distance (1.e., the 3D Euclidean distance) between the world-
space location of object point “a” and the world-space loca-
tion of object point “b’” after the object has been transformed
in accordance with the transformation vector q.

The application designer may additionally or alternatively
place a constraint on object motion that restricts the rotation
of the object about an axis “v” 1 world-space. In some
implementations, the application designer may incorporate
this penalty into the application executed by the 2D display
interface device by adding the following penalty term to the

energy function:

g(@=vMigw)

where v 1s the axis 1n world-space, which may be selected,
for example, at the beginning of the interaction, w 1s the same
selected axis 1n object-space, M(q) 1s (as defined previously)
the object-space to world-space transformation matrix, and
the <> indicate an 1nner or dot product. Accordingly, in this
example, the penalty function 1s equal to the dot product of the
fixed axis 1n world-space with the same axis 1n object-space
after the object has been transtormed 1n accordance with the
transformation vector q during the interaction. As 1s evident
from this penalty function, minimization of the penalty
requires that the solver maintain the axis w 1n object-space as
parallel as possible with the fixed axis v 1n world-space.

The application designer may additionally or alternatively
place a constraint on object motion that requires that the
world-space location of object point “a” be restricted to a
plane. In some implementations, the application designer
may icorporate this penalty into the application executed by
the 2D display interface device by adding the following pen-
alty term to the energy function:

g(={nM(q)a)

where n 1s the normal to the selected plane 1n world-space,
which may be determined from a plane selected, for example,
at the beginming of the interaction, M(q) 1s the object-space to
world-space transformation matrix, a 1s the location of the
point “a” 1n object-space, and the <> indicate an 1nner or dot
product. Accordingly, in this example, the penalty function 1s
equal to the dot product of the normal to the selected plane 1n
world-space with the world-space location of the point “a.”

Notably, when adding the penalty terms described above to
the energy function, the terms are typically squared and mul-
tiplied by A. Accordingly, the contribution of these penalties
to the energy or error 1s equal to the square of the deviation
from their 1deal condition weighted by A.

As 1llustrated by the alforementioned examples, many dif-
terent types of penalties can be added to the energy function
to achieve various types of restrictions on the object’s move-
ment. In general, an application designer has a lot of flexibil-
ity to design virtually any kind of restriction to object motion
by leveraging the ability of the disclosed techniques to trans-
form parameters from object-space to world-space and to
screen-space. Given this flexibility, an application designer
can 1impose restrictions using, for example, distance measure-
ments and dot products 1n any of the three different spaces
(1.e., screen-space, world-space and object-space). Once such
penalties are implemented, rich 1nteractions may be created
with just a few lines of code.

For example, FIG. 14 1s a sequence of diagrams that depict
a two touch point interaction 1 which a penalty has been
added to the energy function that only allows rotation of the

object 1410 about the first touch point 1420 placed by the user
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on the 2D display interface 1400. In this case, the user placed
another touch point 1430 after having placed the first touch
point 1420. Notably, 1n this interaction, the rotation of the
object 1410 1s about a normal to the plane tangential to the
surface of the object 1410 at the location of the first touch
point 1420. This type of penalty enables two touch point
rotation about arbitrary 3D axes since the axis 1s determined
dynamically based on the first touch point that 1s placed on the
2D display interface by the user.

In some implementations, multiple penalties can be used in
tandem to produce more mteresting interactions than a single
penalty might allow alone. For example, penalizing a point’s
deviation from a plane alone may not stop the rest of an object
from orienting 1tself in some arbitrary manner with respect to
the plane. By additionally penalizing the rotation of the
point’s normal and tangent vectors, the object may be forced
to slide along the plane without any twisting.

FIG. 1515 a sequence of diagrams that1llustrate an example
of a single point interaction 1n which a cube 1510 15 con-
strained to move 1n a plane perpendicular to the normal of a
single touch point 1520 placed on a 2D display interface
1500, where twisting 1s not allowed. Notably, the plane per-
pendicular to the normal 1s the plane tangential to the surface
of the cube 1510 at the location of the touch point 1520.

FIG. 16 1s a flow diagram of an example process 1600 for
moving simulated 3D objects 1n response to one or more
inputs on a substantially 2D display interface that restrains
movement of the 3D objects using penalties and distributes
slippage errors among touch points in a controlled manner.
The process 1600 may be implemented by a 2D display
interface device such as, for example, a multi-touch display
device.

Operations 1610, 1620, 1630, 1640 and 1650 of process
1600 may be performed, for example, 1n the same manner
described previously with respect to operations 310, 320,
330, 340 and 350, respectively, of process 300. After having
identified the new locations of the touch points on the 2D
display interface, the 2D display interface device determines
welghting values for the penalties and for the touch points
(1652). The choice of penalties to be applied for a given
interaction 1s determined by the application and 1s typically
fixed. However, 1n some implementations, the application
may dynamically change the choice of penalties based on
characteristics of touch points or of the interactions. In such
implementations, the 2D display interface device may, for
example, choose the appropriate penalty functions after
operation 1650 and prior to or at the same time as operation
1652.

The weighting values for the penalties are also typically
fixed to predetermined values by the application in accor-
dance with the principles discussed previously. However, 1n
some 1mplementations, the weighting values for the penal-
ties, like those of the touch points, may vary based on the
characteristics of one or more of the touch points such as, for
example, the distance traveled by one or more of the touch
points from an 1nitial location, whether one or more of the
touch points are stationary or moving, and/or the pressure
applied by the user at one or more of the touch points. The 2D
display interface device may, for example, use any of the
touch point weighting schemes described previously, either
alone or 1n combination with other weighting schemes, to
determine the appropriate weighting value for each penalty.
The 2D display interface device also may determine the
welghting values for the touch points, for example, in the
manner described previously with respect to FI1G. 13.

The 2D display interface device normalizes the touch point
and penalty weighting values to determine weighting coetfi-
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cients (1654). A normalized weighting coetficient for a pen-
alty or touch point may be, for example, equal to the weight-
ing value for the penalty or touch point divided by the sum the
weilghting values for all of the penalties and touch points.

The 2D display interface device then determines a trans-
formation of the 3D object that minimizes the slippage or
error between the screen-space locations of the touch points
and the screen-space locations of their corresponding contact
points using the weighting coelficients (1660). Operation
1660 may be performed, for example, 1n the same manner as
described previously with respect to operation 360 of process
300 with the exception that the terms of the energy function
that 1s being minimized now include the weighting coetfi-
cients to distribute the error or slippage among the different
touch points and penalties. In some implementations, the 2D
display interface device applies an algorithm to minimaize the
previously described energy function E with weighting coet-
ficients. The 2D display interface device then transforms the
3D object using the determined transformation (1670) and
renders the transformed 3D object for display on the 2D
display interface (1680).

In implementations where the object under control 1s much
larger than the camera’s field of view, the disclosed tech-
niques also may be applied to navigation tasks. In such imple-
mentations, users may leverage preexisting multi-touch (or,
more generally, multi-point) experiences to perform new
multi-touch tasks (or, more generally, multi-point tasks), such
as, for example, traversal through virtual environments. FIG.
17 shows a user performing RST-style interactions with a 2D
display interface 1700 to navigate into a complicated model
1710.

For objects that are not free-floating, the addition of some
simple penalties may be employed by the application
designer to ensure desired interactions. For example, as
described previously, the application designer may constrain
the center of a globe to always remain at the same location in
world-space to thereby allow global navigation by the user.
For single touch point interactions, the application executed
by the 2D display interface device may make the globe rotate
underneath the user’s fingertip (or, more generally, touch
point) by penalizing changes in the distance between the
camera and the center of the globe. Since the user can then
spin the globe with a single finger (or, more generally, touch
point) without affecting the camera’s distance to the globe,
the presence of these two penalties may allow the disclosed
techniques to mimic an Arcball controller. This interaction
still behaves correctly at arbitrary camera orientations, such
as 1s shown 1n FIG. 18, which depicts a single point interac-
tion with a simulated globe 1805 displayed 1 a 2D display
interface 1800.

For terrain navigation interactions involving two or more
touch points, the distance penalty may be dropped by the
application designer. The user of the 2D display interface
device may be able to zoom 1n and out with two fingers, and
t1lt the globe or change perspective with three or more fingers.
Because the 2D display interface device operates in screen-
space, terrain interactions, such as pinning one point on the
surface down to a particular location on screen, and then
spinning the earth around 1t may be permitted. FIG. 19 15 a
sequence of diagrams that depict this type of interaction.
Specifically, as shown 1in FIG. 19, the user has pinned down a
mountain 1910 displayed on a globe 1903 1n the 2D display
interface 1900 and 1s spinning the globe 1905 around 1t. As
shown 1n the sequence of diagrams of FI1G. 19, the position of
the mountain does not change on the 2D display interface

1900.
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The described methods, and techniques may be imple-
mented by a 2D display interface device embodied 1n digital
clectronic circuitry, computer hardware, firmware, soitware,
or in combinations of these elements. The 2D display inter-
face device implementing these techniques may be an appa-
ratus that includes appropriate input and output devices, a
computer processor, and a tangible computer-readable stor-
age medium on which a computer program or other com-
puter-readable mnstructions are stored for execution by one or
more processing devices (e.g., a programmable processor).

A process embodying these techniques may be performed
by a 2D display iterface device that includes a program-
mable processor executing a program of 1nstructions to per-
form desired functions by operating on input data and gener-
ating appropriate output. The techniques may be
implemented 1n one or more computer programs that are
executable on a 2D display interface device that 1s a program-
mable system including at least one programmable processor
coupled to recerve data and 1nstructions from, and to transmit
data and 1nstructions to, a data storage system, at least one
input device, and at least one output device. Each computer
program may be implemented 1n a high-level procedural or
object-oriented programming language, or in assembly or
machine language 11 desired; and in any case, the language
may be a compiled or interpreted language.

Suitable processors include, by way of example, both gen-
eral and special purpose microprocessors. Generally, a pro-
cessor will recerve nstructions and data from a read-only
memory and/or a random access memory. Storage devices
suitable for storing computer program instructions and data
include all forms of non-volatile memory, including by way

of example semiconductor memory devices, such as Erasable
Programmable Read-Only Memory (EPROM), Electrically

Erasable Programmable Read-Only Memory (EEPROM),
and flash memory devices; magnetic disks such as internal
hard disks and removable disks; magneto-optical disks; and
Compact Disc Read-Only Memory (CD-ROM). Any of the
foregoing may be supplemented by, or incorporated 1n, spe-
cially-designed application-specific integrated circuits
(ASICs).

The various techniques for manipulating displayed content
described herein generally are described 1n the context of 2D
display interface devices that are multi-touch display devices,
which are configured to recerve multiple inputs at the same
time.

The various different techniques for manipulating dis-
played content described herein may be implemented both on
multi-touch display devices that require physical contact with
the surface of the multi-touch display device in order to
receive input and multi-touch display devices that do not
require physical contact with the surface of the multi-touch
display device in order to receive mput. For example, the
displayed content manipulation techniques described herein
may be implemented on multi-touch display devices that
receive mput by detecting contact with the surface of the
multi-touch display device by a finger, a stylus, some other
mechanical, electro-mechanical, or magnetic input mecha-
nism and/or any combination of multiple such 1mnput mecha-
nisms at the same time. Additionally or alternatively, the
various different displayed content manipulation techniques
described herein may be implemented on multi-touch display
devices that receive mput by detecting the presence of an
input mechanism 1n the vicimity of the surface of the multi-
touch display device but that that do not necessarily require
physical contact to be made with the surface of the multi-
touch display device to recerve mput. Such multi-touch dis-
play devices may be configured to receive mput by detecting
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the presence of a finger, a stylus, some other mechanical,
clectro-mechanical, or magnetic input mechanism and/or any
combination of multiple such input mechanisms in the vicin-
ity of the surface of the multi-touch display device even when
such mput mechanisms are not 1n physical contact with the
surface of the multi-touch display device.

The various different techniques for manipulating dis-
played content described herein also may be implemented in
any other type ol multi-point computing system configured to
receive multiple inputs at the same, including, for example,
systems configured to receive concurrent input from multiple
pointing devices (e.g., multiple computer mice) and/or con-
current input from one or more pointing devices and another
input device (e.g., a keyboard). Another example of a multi-
point input computing system within which the controls
described herein may be implemented 1s a multi-point input
capable standalone tablet without an integrated display.

In implementations in which variations in pressure applied
at one or more points on the 2D display interface are used to
inform and affect manipulation of displayed content, the 2D
display interface device may include a pressure sensor
capable of differentiating between different levels of applied
pressure. In some implementations, the pressure sensor may
detect the size of a contact area (i.e., the surface area of the
contact area) at a touch point, and the 2D display interface
device may estimate an applied pressure value at that touch
point based on the detected contact area size. For example,
when fingers are used to place the touch points, the larger the
s1ze of the contact area of a finger at a touch point, the larger
the value of applied pressure at that touch point. The pressure
sensor may, for example, use optical, electromagnetic, piezo-
clectric and/or capacitive sensing technologies to detect the
s1ze of the contact area or to otherwise detect and differentiate
between different levels of applied pressure at a touch point.

Various modifications may be made. For example, useful
results still may be achieved 11 steps of the disclosed tech-
niques are performed 1n a different order and/or if compo-
nents of the disclosed systems are combined in a different
manner and/or replaced or supplemented by other compo-
nents. Furthermore, the addition of penalties specified by
metrics such as the speed of the user’s fingers may be usetul
in guiding the optimization (1.e., error reduction or minimi-
zation) process into more faithifully capturing the user’s
intent. Additionally, techniques to implement “undo” opera-
tions, by backtracking through solution space can be per-
formed. Finally, the disclosed techniques may be integrated
with optimization (1.€., error reduction or minimization) algo-
rithms that allow hard constraints. In such implementations,
the penalty framework may not be discarded. Rather, hard
constraints and penalties may be used together 1n tandem to
ensure desired interactions.

What 1s claimed 1s:

1. A computer-implemented method of manipulating a
three-dimensional object displayed 1n a multi-touch display
device, the method comprising:

displaying a three-dimensional object in two dimensions

on the multi-touch display device by projecting the
three-dimensional object onto an 1mage plane of a cam-
era, the three-dimensional object having an initial three-
dimensional location and an initial three-dimensional
rotational orientation;

detecting touching by one or more mput mechanisms of

one or more touch points on the multi-touch display
device:

determining, for each touch point, a two-dimensional loca-

tion of the touch point on the multi-touch display device;
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determiming, for each touch point, a three-dimensional
contact point on a surface of the three-dimensional
object that 1s projected for display onto the image plane
of the camera at the two-dimensional location of the
touch point;

detecting a change 1n applied pressure at a particular one of

the touch points based on an application of pressure by
the one or more input mechanisms at the particular touch
point;
accessing a current depth value of a particular one of the
three-dimensional contact points on the surface of the
object, the particular contact point being projected for
display onto the 1mage plane of the camera at the loca-
tion of the particular touch point and the current depth
value of the particular contact point representing a ¢ ept il
of the particular contact point along a Z-axis of the
camera away from the image plane;
determining a target depth value for the particular contact
point based on the current depth value and the detected
change in applied pressure at the particular touch point;

using a solver to calculate a three-dimensional transforma-
tion of the three-dimensional object that specifies at least
one of a new three-dimensional rotation and a new three-
dimensional location for the three-dimensional object,
the three-dimensional transformation being calculated
by the solver using an algorithm that reduces deviation
between projected two-dimensional locations of the
three-dimensional contact points after object transior-
mation and two dimensional locations of their respective
touch points while additionally orienting the three-di-
mensional object to minimize a difference between a
depth value of the particular contact point after object
transformation and the target depth value;

transforming the three-dimensional object using the three-
dimensional transformation such that the transformed
three-dimensional object 1s positioned and rotated in
accordance with the at least one of the new three-dimen-
sional location and the new three-dimensional rotation;
and

displaying the transformed three-dimensional object on

the multi-touch display device by projecting the trans-
formed three-dimensional object onto the 1image plane
of the camera.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein determining a target
depth value for the contact point comprises:

accessing a current depth value of the contact point, the

current depth value representing a depth of the contact
point along a Z-axis of the camera away from the image
plane; and

determining a target depth value for the contact point based

on the current depth value and the detected change 1n
applied pressure at the touch point.

3. A computer-implemented method of manipulating a
three-dimensional object displayed 1n a multi-touch display
device, the method comprising:

displaying a three-dimensional object 1n two dimensions

on the multi-touch display device by projecting the
three-dimensional object onto an 1mage plane of a cam-
era, the three-dimensional object having an 1nitial three-
dimensional location and an initial three-dimensional
rotational orientation;

detecting touching by one or more mput mechanisms of a

touch point on the multi-touch display device;
determining a two-dimensional location of the touch point
on the multi-touch display device;

determining a three-dimensional contact point on a surface

of the three-dimensional object that 1s projected for dis-
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play onto the image plane of the camera at the two-
dimensional location of the touch point;

detecting a change 1n applied pressure at the touch point
based on an application of pressure by the one or more
input mechanisms at the touch point; 5

determining a target depth value for the contact point based
on the detected change in applied pressure at the touch
point;

using a solver to calculate a three-dimensional transforma-
tion of the three-dimensional object that specifies atleast 10
one of a new three-dimensional rotation and a new three-
dimensional location for the three-dimensional object,
the three-dimensional transformation being calculated
by the solver using an algorithm that reduces a differ-
ence between a depth value of the contact point after 15
object transformation and the target depth value;

transforming the three-dimensional object using the three-
dimensional transformation such that the transformed
three-dimensional object 1s positioned and rotated in
accordance with the at least one of the new three-dimen- 20
sional location and the new three-dimensional rotation;
and

displaying the transformed three-dimensional object on
the multi-touch display device by projecting the trans-
formed three-dimensional object onto the image plane 25
of the camera.
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